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OBSCENE MATTER SENT THROUGH THE MAIL 


FRIDAY, JULY 10, 1959 


Houser or REPRESENTATIVES, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON PostTaAL OPERATIONS OF THE 
CoMMITTEE ON Post OFFICE AND CIVIL SERVICE, 
Philad ph ul, Pa. 

The subcommittee met at 10 a.m., pursuant to recess in courtroom 
No. 6, U.S. Courthouse, Ninth and Market Streets, Philadelphia, Pa 
Hon. Kathyrn E. Granahan, (chairman of the subcommittee) pre- 
siding. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. The committee will please come to order. I want 
to welcome my colleagues. I saw Congressman Toll come in and I 
think it is wonderful that you came here to support us in this work. 

The citizens of Philadelphia, as well as the people of other cities 
both large and small, are faced with a serious problem that calls 
for prompt action now. I refer, of course, to the multi-million-dollar 
mail-order business in obscene and pornographic materials. There is 
iu pressing need for decent citizens everywhere to unite in a crusade 
agninst the dealers of smut and filth whose activities weaken the 
moral life of this Nation. 

The present nationwide opposition to the use of the mails for send- 
ing obsence matter was sparked by hearings held by our subcommittee 
in April of this year. Leaders of government, of national religious, 
educational, and civic organizations, as well as representatives from 
local church and community groups test ified before our subcommittee. 

All of them emphasized the vital importance of taking effective 
action to protect our youth against the demoralizing effects of obscene 
pictures and publications. They pointed out the need for the public 
to be made aware of the seriousness of this problem and asked for a 
suggested program of action. 

It is estimated that this year as many as 1 million children will 
receive, or will be offered, lewd and obscene material through the mail. 
This is one phase of this despicable business that is of special concern 
to our subcommittee. The great danger of this situation is the un- 
doubted contribution which obscene literature makes in the growth of 
juvenile delinquency. 

The problem of getting at this pornographic filth has been compli- 
cated by the fact that any effort to eliminate such filth brings up 
screams of “censorship” by those more interested in money than 
morals. Furthermore, there are those who sanctimoniously ask, 
“But who knows what is obscene?” 

The judgment of what is obscene is really placed in the hands of 
the local citizenship and the criterion is the conscience of the com- 
munity. It is assured that this means the majority sentiment of the 
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community will indicate what is decent and what is not. Surely 
here is a new guiding light in an area which the purveyors of filth 
have long : attempted to kee ep completely foggy. 

As an “outgrowth of hearings and studies, legislation has been de 
veloped. I have introduced H.R. 7379 which will amend the United 
States Code to encompass the following four points: 

That the standard of “necessity” be changed to the standard of 
“public interest.” This standard, for which there is precedent, would 
justify the issuing of an interim impounding order because, for ex- 
ample, the delivery of remittances to the purveyor during the pen- 
dency ‘of the administrative proceeding is against the public interest. 

‘That the court be authorized to grant a temporary restraining 
ate against the interim impounding order only if the purveyor 
can demonstrate that the issuance of the impounding order was 
“arbitrary” or “capricious.” 

That the interim impounding order be made valid for 45 days 
instead of 20 days. This period is a more realistic recognition of the 
time required, even with the greatest expedition, to initiate and com- 
plete an administrative proceeding. 

4. That the purveyor against whose mail an “unlawful” order is 
issued as the result of ac ompleted administrative proceeding be given 
the statutory right of appeal to the court of appeal to the court of 
appeals of the circuit in which the postmaster to whom the order 
was directed is located. 

Administrative reports have now been received and it is contem- 
plated that hearings will be scheduled at an early date with a view 
toward favorable committee action in reporting the bill for approval 
by the House of Representatives. 

During the course of our earlier hearings in Washington, the sub- 
committee received a number of requests from leaders in Philadelphia 
who are interested in testifying regarding the problem of obscene 
literature in the Philadelphia area. I know that the testimony we 
will receive today will be most helpful to our subcommittee in its 
study of this problem and the development of further legislation 
which will tighten restrictions against sheik materials sent ‘through 
the mails. 

Today, witnesses include: Hon. Michael A. Musmanno, supreme 
court justice, State of Pennsylvania; Hon. Victor H. Blane, district 
attorney, Philadelphia; Mr. Thomas McDermott, chief, county detec- 
tives, Philadelphia; Mrs. Juanita K. Stout, chief, appeals, pardons 
and paroles division, district attorney’s office, Philadelphia; Dr. E. 
Preston Sharp, executive director, Youth Study C enter, Philadelphia; 
and Mrs. Walter A. Craig, chairman, Philadelphia Citizens’ Com- 
mittee Against Obscenity. 

Others will test ify here next Monday. 

Our first witness will be Hon. Michael A. Musmanno, supreme court 
justice for the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CunnincuHam. May I make one observation ? 

Those of us on the minority side certainly agree with your wonder- 
ful statement and we are pleased to be in Philadelphia, the home of 
our gracious chairman who is one of the hardest working and finest 
ladies we have had the pleasure of associating with. 

Mrs. Grananan. Thank you, Mr. Cunningham. 
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Mr. Scorr. It is regrettable that we are faced with the serious 
problem that renders these he: arings necessary, but since the problem 
does exist and must be dealt with, it is most fortunate that we have 
such an able and courageous leader to head our subcommittee. 

Your ability, devotion to duty, and your effectiveness as chairman 
of this subcommittee and as a Member of Congress, entitles you to the 
highest respect and commendation from your ‘colle: agues and the pub- 
lic which you serve so well. Your able and courageous le: idership 
against the distribution of obscene material has alre acy resulted in a 
wider understanding on the part of the public. 

I want to commend you for the valuable public service you are 
rendering. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. Thank you, Mr. Scott. 

Before our justice prepares to read his statement I want to com- 
mend and thank him for accepting our invitation for taking time out 
of his very busy schedule to come to Philadelphia and I know after 
the hearings we will be much better informed than we are now. 

Justice Musmanno. May I suggest the press, radio, and television 
be authorized to use all or any part of this statement as if it were 
actually orally delivered because I do authorize the publication of any 
part of this statement as written. 


STATEMENT OF HON. MICHAEL A. MUSMANNO, SUPREME COURT 
JUSTICE FOR THE STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA 


Justice Musmanno. Your invitation to appear before this honor- 
able committee is a privilege and an honor which I appreciate, and I 
trust that I may be of some little service, as you discharge the impor- 
tant duties and tasks which have been assigned to you by t the Congress 
in the field of legislation which is the subject of this hearing. 

At the outset I would like to state that while I am a member of 
the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania, I do not appear here officially 
in that capacity. That is, I do not speak for the court or any of my 
colleagues but only for myself as a citizen. And in that capacity I 
must say that IT am considerably distressed over the present state of 
affairs in the field of prosecution against purveyors of obscenity in 
printed matter and motion picture films. 

As matters now stand in Pennsylvania, we confront the incredible 
and appalling situation that films of the most degrading character, 
films containing scenes of outright degeneracy, may be projected any- 
where in the State, with no molestation from ‘public authorities. 
Exhibitors may show these shocking pictures, which cannot help but 
corrupt morals and weaken the will of immature minds, and yet 
escape retributive justice. Conscienceless exhibitors may show pic- 
torial representations which would make an ancient. Pompeiian blush 
with shame without danger of arrest or volcanic upheaval. 

Recent decisions of the highest court of this State have, in effect, 
bound the district attorneys hand and foot. The district attorneys 
may witness shameless exhibitors sow seeds of immoral crimes, but 
they may not. break in to scatter the seed, nor may they uproot the 
growing tree of moral corruption which is sure to follow. 

The prosecuting officials of Pennsylvania, charged to stand guard 
over the moral health of the people, have, in a word, been disarmed. 
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Every weapon which they could bring to play to stop this wicked and 
nefarious business has been torn from their grasp. The armory of 
prosecution has been stripped bare. 

What has brought the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, which was 
founded by William Penn on the basis of religious freedom, civic 
liberties, and moral purity, to this sorry pass? I urge the founder of 
our Commonwealth to break his bronze bondage and descend from his 
pedestal atop city hall to see what is happening and to take action 
which requires as much attention and care as that which attended 
his dealing with the early Indians. 

From 1681 to 1956 no one would think of associating with the name 
of Pennsylvania any moral attribute other than that of disciplined 
cleanliness. In that latter year, however, the Motion Picture Censor 
Board, which held cinematic filth at the borders, was dismantled 
when the high court of this State declared unconstitutional the act 
of 1915 which had created the board. Students of constitutional gov- 
ernment could wonder how it was that a statute protecting the moral 
health of the government, and its people, and which had been in 
effect. every day, every week, and every hour for 41 years, could sud- 
denly become unconstitutional. If the law was so bad that it had 
to be guillotined in 1956 how was it that no one discovered its pre- 
sumed evils between 1915 and 1956 4 

However, distressed as the people were in 1956, when they learned 
that the dikes at the borders had broken, they still felt comforted and 
solaced in the realization that the State would not be engulfed in a 
tide of immoral exhibitions, because the district attorneys stood by 
with the weapon of the act. of 1939 to restrain those who would take 
up where the act of 1915 left off. But last week the district attorneys 
were told that it would be illegal for them to touch anybody = n- 
nected with obscene films. That part of the criminal code which 
punished exhibitors of lewd, lascivious, indecent, and obscene films 
was declared unconstitutional. 

I do not eriticize anybody. The courts have spoken and they 
must be obeyed. But I will say, as Abraham Lincoln said, when 
the Dred Scott decision was announced : 

We think the decision is erroneous. We know the court that made it has 
often overruled its own decision and we shall do what we can to have it overrule 
this. 

I believe that the decisions striking down the act of 1915 and 1939 
were both erroneous and perhaps they may be overruled, but in the 
meantime the legislative branch of the Government must take up 
the responsibility of repairing the break in the dike. 


This is not an academic matter. We are not dealing with abstract 
problems in jurisprudence or philosophy. If there is one thing which 
is depressingly real today it is juvenile delinquency. And who can 


doubt that immorality is one of the prime urges which drives 1m- 
mature youths into violent crime? J. Edgar Hoover, head of the Fed- 
eral Bureau of Investigation, said recently : 


As a law enforcement officer and as an American citizen, I feel dutybound 
to speak out against a dangerous trend which is manifesting itself in the field 
of film and television entertainment. In the face of the Nation’s terrifying 
juvenile crime wave, we are threatened with a flood of movies and television 
presentations which flout indecency and applaud lawlessness. Not since the 
days when thousands filed past the bier of the infamous John Dillinger and 
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made his home a virtual shrine have we witnessed such a brazen affront to our 
national conscience. 

Newsweek for April 27, this year, carried the following item: 

Every day in the year the mailman unwittingly drops in the letterbox of 
some American home a lurid circular offering smut for sale. Mail-order vice— 
the wholesale distribution of pornographic films, photos, and books—is a $500 
million a year racket. But even worse, it is now being directed at the Nation’s 
youth—the impressionable teenager. * * * Postal authorities say they are try- 
ing, but that there are legal handicaps. 

The State of New York has been trying for some time to curb 
traffic in immoral films. It passed a statute proving that no license 
should issue to the distributor of any film— 
which portrays acts of sexual immorality, perversion or lewdness, or which ex- 
pressly or impliedly presents such acts as desirable, acceptable, or proper 
patterns of behavior. 

The New York Education Department, charged with administering 
the statute, refused permission for distribution of a motion picture 
entitled “Lady Chatterley’s Lover.” The Court of Appeals of New 
York affirmed the rejection and the case was taken to the Supreme 
Court of the United States which reversed the decision of New 
York’s highest court. 

The Supreme Court held that, constitutionally, there was nothing 
wrong about the picture. The film advocated adultery, it is true, but 
the Court held that that should not make it illegal. Justice Stewart, 
delivering the opinion of the Court, said: 

It is contended that the State’s action was justified because the motion picture 
attractively portrays a relationship which is contrary to the moral standards, 
the religious precepts, and the legal code of its citizenry. This argument mis- 
conceives what it is that the Constitution protests. Its guarantee is not con- 
fined to the expression of ideas that are conventional or shared by a majority. 
It protects advocacy of the opinion that adultery may sometimes be proper, no 
less than advocacy of socialism or the single tax. 

The editor of U.S. News & World Report, David Lawrence, com- 
menting on this excerpt, pertinently said: 

Sut is adultery really on a par with socialism or the single tax? Isn't 
there a confusion here between the field of economies and the field of morals? 

Mr. Lawrence called the decision a shocking decision, and there 
are many who, without intending to criticize the Court, would agree 
that the decision is an erroneous one, as Abraham Lincoln said of the 
Dred Scott decision. 

Chief Judge Conway, of the New York Court of Appeals which 
condemned “Lady Chatterley’s Lover,” said: 

We reiterate that this case involves the espousal of sexually immoral acts (here 
adultery) plus actual scenes of a suggestive and obscene nature. [Emphasis in 
original. ] 

But the Supreme Court of the United States saw nothing improper 
in the film because, it said, it only advocated an idea, the idea of 
adultery. Incidentally, the picture wre! how the idea could reach 
realization. But leaving the findings of New York’s highest court 
that the picture contained actual scenes of a suggestive and obscene 
nature, is it . to publicly advocate adultery? If it is, then why 
shouldn’t it be proper to advocate murder? Both are condemned in 
the Criminal Code and in the Ten Commandments. 
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What is murder but the culmination of an idea? Before the gun is 
fired, or the dagger buried in the back of its target, or the poison is 
on its way in the ‘coffee cup to the stomach of the victim, there is only 
an idea. Before Macbeth murdered King Dunean he had only an idea. 
He talked about it, dreamed about it, and finally conspired with his 
wife to put it into effect. And his idea finally became gory fact. 
Suppose there were a series of films showing the most brutal type of 
murder and in each film the murderer was rewarded by the mayor 
and the Governor and he was heroized by the population, wouldn’t 
it follow, in time, that many people would take for granted that mur- 
der could be justified and even be highly recommendable ? 

Can any student of history assume for a moment that the religious- 
minded and morally upright stateman, who drafted the first amend- 
ment to the Constitution, intended to protect those who would advocate 
adultery? And if freedom of speech protects the advocacy of adultery, 
which is a crime, why shouldn’t it give immunity to the advocates of 
robbery, burglary, kidnaping, rape, and arson? May one standing on 
a street corner advocating the burning of the city plead the first amend- 
ment when the police set out to restrain him ? 

Respecting the Supreme Court to the ultimate, as I do, I would still 
say, as Abraham Lincoln said of the Dred Scott decision, that : 

It is not disrespectful to treat it as not having quite yet established a settled 
doctrine for the country. 

I do not believe that the people of the United States are ready to 
accept a doctrine that the advocacy of adultery may not be prohibited 
by the individual States. The 14th amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States, which upholds due process of law, did not repeal 
or emasculate the 10th amendment, which specifically declares that: 

The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor pro- 
hibited by it to the States, are reserved to the States respectively, or to the people. 

Courts which are giving obscenity statutes a severe construction 
never intended by its authors apparently ignore the fact that these 
statutes are the will of the people. These laws, which uphold the 
moral code of the people and which are being cut down as if they were 
weeds in a badly tended garden, are the creatures of a democracy, not 
edicts of a dictator. Judge Ervin, of our superior court, excellently 
expressed this concept when he said : 

Our Federal and State constitutions assume that the moral code which is part 
of God’s order in this world exists as the substance of society. The people of 
this State have acted through their legislature on that assumption. We have not 
so cast ourselves adrift from that code nor are we so far gone in cynicism that 
the word “immoral” has no meaning for us. Our duty, as a court, is to uphold 
and enforce the laws, not seek reasons for destroying them. 

During late years there has developed an exaggerated sense of indi- 
vidual immunity which is not healthy for the Nation. Liberty is 
often confused with license; and unrestrained freedom for the few is 
becoming oppressive to the many. Society has the right to protect 
itself from these who, feeling no devotion to God or country, would in 
the end destroy the structure of American democracy ‘which is 
founded, as Judge Ervin properly states, on God’s order in the world. 

One of the early justices of our Supreme Court, Justice Yeates, said 
in 1815: 


, “ 
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The destruction of morality renders the power of the government invalid, for 
government is no more than public order; it weakens the bands by which society 
is kept together. The corruption of the public mind, in general, and debauching 
the manners of youth, in particular, by lewd and obscene pictures exhibited to 
view, must necessarily be attended with the most injurious consequences, and in 
such instances, courts of justice are, or ought to be, the schools of morals. 
(Commonwealth v. Sharpiess, 2 S.R. 91.) 

The argument mostly used against laws enacted by the people to 
protect society from what is indecent and immoral is that those laws 
are vague. But what is vague about lewdness, indecency, obscenity, 
lasciviousness, and corruption of public morals, which are the phrases 
usus uly found in statutes guarding the mor: aul health of the community ¢ 
What is indefinite about the word “obscene”? It is as indefinite as the 
word “eat.” I doubt that there is a newspaper reader, radio listener, 
or television watcher, no matter how meager his education or how 
much a stranger to books, who does not know the meaning of the word 
“obscene.” 

In any given prosecution it will be the jury which will decide 
whether certain pictures are obscene or not. And if 12 people drawn 
from every station in life and eeparoent ing the moral standards of the 
community unanimously agree that a given film is obscene, one may feel 
confident that it is that type of a picture which should not be released 
to general audiences. 

I am sorr y that the courts of the Nation, including the supreme 
court of this State, have not followed what the Supreme C ourt of the 
United States said in the case of Roth v. United States (354 U.S. 476), 
where it approved the following instruction toajury: 

The words “obscene, lewd, and lascivious,” as used in the law, signfy that form 
of immorality which has relation to sexual impurity and has a tendency to excite 
lustful thoughts. 


The Supreme Court also said : 


The Constitution does not require impossible standards; all that is required is 
that the language “conveys sufficiently definite warning as to the proscribed 
conduct when measured by common understanding and practices.” 

These words, applied according to the proper standards for judging 
obscenity, already discussed, give adequate warning of the conduct 
proscribed and mark “boundaries and sufficiently dstinct for judges 
and juries fairly to administer the law.” 

Although I am of the opinion that the Pennsylvania act of 1939 
was adequate and met the standards laid down by the Roth decision 
of the Supreme Court of the United States, the Supreme Court of 
Pennsylvania has decided otherwise and, as a consequence, something 
must be done at once to fill the gap in the protective barrier caused 
by the decision of last week. The legislature must act at once if we 
are to keep Pennsylvania clean and protect the children from the im- 
purities already beginning to pour through the breach in the wall. I 
do not want to appear as an alarmist but I would say that the need 
is desperate. 

The situation, as it presents itself today, I respectfully suggest, re- 
quires that the legislature do two things: One, restore to the criminal 
code the biting teeth which the court extracted last week, and, two, 
reenact a motion picture censorship law. 

I know that there are those who profess abhorrence to the idea of 
censorship and yet there is scarcely a field of activity in modern day 
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civilization in which the Government does not predetermine whether 
the citizen shall be allowed to consume the article which he has the 
right to purchase. The Government inspects food in order to assure 
the citizen it is free from infectious and contaminative substances; the 
Government inspects medicines and pills to save the citizen from 
poisoning; the Government inspects water to filter our impurities ; 
the Government compels inspection of automobiles to save the citizen 
from faulty brakes or defective lights. The citizen accepts this type of 
regulation because it helps him to ‘ward off disease, accident, and death. 
Why should he object to regulation which will preserve his moral 
health ? 

The fact of the matter is that the average citizen does not object to 
motion picture censorship and certainly not to punishment of pur- 
veyors of obscenity. On the contrary, he welcomes a regulation which 
saves him from much of the nausea which passes as entertainment. 
The one who really protests Government supervision of the kind under 
discussion is the one who makes a business of dealing in media which 
endangers health. Many who shout for unrestrained exploitation of 
obscenity hide behind the mask of so-called artistic freedom. The 
commercialized exploiter of cheap, unartistic material often brand- 
ishes a spurious shield of art. He cries for freedom while, as the New 
York Joint Legislative Committee on Obscene Publications expressed 
1t— 
he openly continues to pander to the lewd and lascivious, seeking only to sensa- 
tionalize and exploit sex, immorality, and perversion for profit. 

From time to time one reads in the newspapers that district attor- 
neys, county detectives, and municipal police have seized motion pic- 
tures of pornography, sexual orgies and excesses which are incredibly 
foul. What is to happen now? The merchants and exhibitors of this 
hideous erotic and vile material will probably be arrested and they 
will at once obtain process to be released on the ground that there is 
no law under which to prosecute them. How long can such a fantastic 
situation go on uncorrected ? 

Although your committee is concerned perhaps mostly with the 
problem of dealing with those who transport obscene material through 
the mails, it must be kept in mind that motion pictures are in effect 
talking pictorial books. In fact, whether youth 1s corrupted by read- 
ing salacious books or by looking at. salac ious motion gre the 
demoralizing effect on the fiber of the Nation is the same. Cardinal 
Cushing of Boston said most appropriately : 

The survival of our Nation depends upon the moral integrity of those who 
are being trained for tomorrow’s social responsibilities. 

Madam Chairman, I am happy and proud that you invited me to 
be here today, and I want to wish you success in achieving the noble 
objectives to which your honorable committee is dedicated. Your 
success will be the success of the Nation and of a grateful people. 

Mrs. GranaHAn. Mr. Justice, I would like to ask a few questions. 

Do you think that the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States in the Lady Chatterley case infringes on States rights? 

Justice Musmanno. I do believe it infringes on States rights. The 
States have plenary and sovereign power to guard the health of its 
citizens, physical health as well as moral health. 
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The powers which were given to the Federal Government. were in- 
tended only to be used for the collectivity of the States in fields, be- 
cause of their peculiar nature, that could be handled by a Federal 
Government rather than the State governments. For instance, the 
subjects of post office, waging of war, interstate commerce, the mint- 
ing of money, and so on. 

I feel quite confident that the framers of the Constitution never in- 
tended—even Alexander Hamilton, as firm an advocate as he was 
of a strong central government, I believe, and I say this respectfully, 
might turn in his grave if he now knew that the Federal Government 
was stepping into his original State of New York to tell New York 
that it could not prohibit the advocacy publicly of adultery. 

Mrs. Grananan. Mr. Justice, it has been suggested that despite 
the decision of the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania in knocking out 
the statute on the obscene motion pictures, prosecution still may take 
place under the common law. Is this feasible ? 

Justice Musmanno. I think that is an illusion, unfortunately. 
While I cannot speak for the courts or even for myself In a judici: al 

capacity, I would want to suggest this thought. Convictions have 
been reversed and overruled by the appellate courts on the basis that 
the words in a certain statute are vague and indefinite and if this 
specific language can be regarded as indefinite and vague and on that 
basis convictions are reversed, what chance would there be for the 
holding of a conviction that is based on the generalizations of the 
common law ? 

I would like for those who feel that they do have another string 
to the bow in the common law to reflect seriously on th: at proposition. 

The only relief as I see it, is in the legislature to again pass a law 
which will again spell out what it is that exhibitors may not do in 
corrupting the moral health of our Commonwealth. 

Mrs. Grananan. Mr. Justice, Postmaster General Summerfield 
testified before the subcommittee in Washington and he said that 
traffic in obscene literature and films has increased recently because 
of the liberal decisions by the courts. Do you agree with this state- 
ment. 

Justice Musmanno. I do agree with the statement, assuming that 
we agree upon what is meant by li beral decision. I take it that what 
he had in mind when he used the phrase “liberal decision” is that 
it is a decision that is liberal to everybody but the people of the State 
or Nation. 

Mr. Watirnauser. There are those who say it is all right to legis- 
late to protect children from obscene literature but it is not correct 
to deny access to adults of entertainment that can do them no harm. 

Would you favor legislation which would specify that exhibitors 
of films, for instance, must announce which films are not proper for 
children to see? 

Justice Musmanno. I would certainly not favor any such segre- 
gation between adults and children. What is bad for children is 
bad for adults. It seems to me that a parent would offer a very 
sorry example of morality if he would go to witness an immoral 
exhibition and then explain to his children that: “I am more « ‘apable 
of resisting temptation than you.” 
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I think these signs, “Adults only,” are hideous and are an insult 
to the people of the Commonwealth. 

Mr. Watiuauser. It has been suggested that all censorship of 
films is thought control. Do you agree with this position ? 

Justice Musmanno. I have heard this phrase “thought control” 
often, and to me it is the most meaningless aggregation of syllables 
in the vocabulary in the English language. ‘There is no such thing 
as thought control. If there is one thing that cannot be confined, 
that cannot be restricted, that can be hampered or held within a 
watertight, it is thought. 

Thought comes instinctively. It comes spontaneously and to say 
that any legislation or any court decision can control thought is an 
absolute contradiction in terms. It is true that one will think what 
he wills, but often when he reads something or when he views a 
motion pictures which is obscene, he will think sometimes what he does 
not want to think. 

The very attempt to exclude from one’s mind these hideous thoughts 
may only cause those thoughts to become aggravated in one’s mind 
and therein do I see the great harm and the great wrong in these 
obscene pictures because no matter what parents may tell their children 
and no matter what they may learn at Sunday school, once they view 
these monstrosities which are here on this wall and once they see these 
suggestive pictures on the so-called silver screen, those thoughts will 
haunt them and will awaken lascivious desires, which in all sincerity 
they would prefer not to cherish and hold in their minds. 

Mr. Wauxiuavser. Thank you, Mr. Justice. You have been a very 
responsive witness. 

Mr. Scorr. I have no questions but I would like to commend Mr. 
Justice Musmanno on the very frank and thoughtful statement that 
you have presented this morning. 

Mr. Oxtver. I realize time is short and we have other witnesses, but 
I would like the record to show that I would like very much to com- 
mend the statement of the witness here this morning. It was very 
inspiring and stimulating. 

There was a great deal of substance, and I know very well that the 
people of Pennsylvania are in very good hands when they have you as 
one of their justices. 

Justice Musmanno. Thank you very much, Mr. Oliver. 

Mr. Ouiver. Are you familiar with the legislation, H.R. 7379, which 
our very gracious and able colleague introduced in Congress ? 

Justice MusMAnno. I would not recognize it by number. 

Mr. Ottver. The piece of legislation the chairman mentioned in her 
opening statement ? 

Justice Musmanno. I have not examined it, but sight unseen, I 
would say if Mrs. Granahan sponsored it, it is good and I am for it. 

Mr. Ottver. Do you think the Congress of the United States should 
take further action insofar as restrictive action is concerned in this 
field ? 

Justice Musmanno. I do. In the Lady Chatterly’s Lover case 
and other cases that they have come down, they, of course, are en- 
titled to their views. I think it is imperative that the Congress act 
so that the people may know that the Congress and Government are 
behind Mrs. Granahan in her splendid work. 

Mr. Outver. Do you have any suggestions with respect to this? 
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Justice Musmanno. Yes, I would be glad to present them. 

Mr. Cunnincnam. I also want to commend the distinguished wit- 
ness for a forceful, well-thought-out* statement. <A lot of people be- 
lieve that all the Federal Government or the Congress has to do is 
pass certain laws and this will whip this whole problem. 

I was glad that you brought out the necessity—for example, in your 
own State where I understand your law has been knocked down—the 
necessity for strong local ordinances because that is about 50 percent 
of the task. 

We can do a great deal at the national level. There is a great deal 
of legislation on the books and there is more to come, but unless each 
community has a strong ordinance we are not going to win this battle 
so I do hope that message will get out into the people in the local 
communities because they have a stake in this problem. 

Justice Musmanno. I agree entirely with you and I would say the 
individual municipalities would be encouraged and inspired to take 
the action which you suggest which, of course, is a very commendable 
one when they know that the Federal Congress has recognized the 
seriousness of this problem. 

Mr. Cunnitncuam. I also appreciate the comments on some recent 
decisions in the Supreme Court. I have been distressed with several 
of them, myself, but I never dreamed they would go so far as to 
approve adultery, which they apparently have done by a recent 
decision. 

Justice Musmanno. It is almost amazing; it is almost incredible. 
You read what is stated in the majority opinion by Justice Stewart, 
you take off your glasses, you put them on again, and you still doubt 
that you are reading an official decision of the highest tribunal of 
this great land of ours declaring that the first amendment protects 
a man to stand up in the public pk: ice and say that he believes in the 
advocacy of adultery which means the destruction of the backbone 
of our civilization, the family life. 

Mr. Cunntnenam. Thank you very much. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. I want to commend you again for the very effec- 
tive and informative statement, and I am sure each one of us will go 
away better informed to try to get a bill into Congress with teeth into 
it which will wipe out this horr ible thing. 

Justice Musmanno. Thank you very much for invit. ng me. 

Mrs. Granauan. Our next witness is Hon. Victor H. Blane, dis- 
trict attorney for Philadelphia. 

Before Mr. Blanc starts to read his statement, I would like to com- 
mend him on the wonderful job he has done in Philadelphia. We 
are away out in front of the United States, not just in Pennsylvania, 
but in the United States. Just last night I picked up the paper and 
saw where Mr. Blanc h: id. indicted 13 people just this past week and 
I think over the past 2 or 3 years there have been more people indicted 
in Philadelphia than probsbly in any other city in the country. 


STATEMENT OF HON. VICTOR H. BLANC, DISTRICT ATTORNEY, 
PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


Mr. Buanc. Madam Chairman and distinguished members of the 
committee, I am tremendously proud that you chose this city for the 
first hearing outside Washington, D.C.; proud because we, in Phila- 
delphia, have faced the problem of “creeping obscenity” and, if I may 
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say so, with all due modesty, met it with great success. May I tell 
you a story— the Philadelphia story. 

It is a portrayal that every other city in the country would do well 
to heed and follow. 

You will hear me recite an almost unbelievable chronology of 
arrests that have been made by the district attorney’s office in Phila 
delphia. There is virtually no field of human endeavor into which 
the purveyors of filth and smut have not spread their vicious tentacles. 
Accordingly, I will tell you about the arrests of publishers of porno- 
graphic literature, including distributors, wholesalers, retailers, and 
newsstand operators; arrests of publishers and dealers in mail-order 
smut; arrests of dealers in obscene phonograph records; arrests of de- 
fendants in possession of pornographic films; arrests of theater opera- 
tors for showing obscene motion pictures; arrests indeed, of vermin 
who stooped so low as to traffic in indecent and filthy Christmas cards. 

I say with pardonable pride, that not one case has been lost. that 
has come to trial growing out of a prosecution in this field initiated 
by our office. 

One need only read the daily newspapers to recognize that the prob- 
lem of the increased sale and distribution of obscene literature is not 
restricted to this part of the country alone. The problem is interna- 
tional in scope. For example, only last week the newspapers carried 
the following news item: 


PORNOGRAPHY Ratps CLEAN TEL AVIV STANDS 

Tel Aviv: Raids by 170 police constables cleaned Tel Aviv newsstands of 
pornographic and lewd literature. Teenagers were said to be the largest buyers 
of the paperback editions. Publishers and printers are liable to fines and 3 
months’ imprisonment. 

Three and a half years of concentrated effort in this field have posi- 
tively convinced me of one thing. The only way to smash the filth 
merchants is by constant and vigorous prosecution. A get-soft policy 
is disastrous, just as it is equ: ally. deadly to assume that the peddlers of 
obscenity can or will police their own industry. 

We went through the experience quite some time ago of permitting 
the national and local distributors of these m: igazines for a brief 
period of time to set up an organization so as to clean up their own 
house. In no time at all it became evident that they were talking 
through both sides of their mouths, as the newsstands became again 
flooded with obscene material. Of course, we followed with speedy 
arrests. 

The defendants whom we come across in this field have but one 
love and that is the greedy, filthy dollars that can be plied from an un- 
suspecting public. The »y have but one fear—criminal prosecution. To 
hear them wail that their civil rights or liberties are being infringed 
upon is sheer rot. 

During the time that I have been district attorney of Philadelphia, 
not one case has ever been successfully appealed by any defendant 
claiming that his civil rights or liberties were denied. We are quite 
conscious of these rights and they have always been and always will 
be protected. 

Let me now unfold the Philadelphia story. 
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January 14, 1957: Defendant distributor arrested and charged 
with sale and possession of obscene magazines. Sentence of $500 
fine and costs and 1 year probation: 

February 21, 1957: Defendant manager of a theater charged with 
—t ‘obscene film. Case pending for trial. 

March 30, 1957: Defendant distributor arrested and charged with 
sale and sinaiiniiaa of obscene magazines. Sentence of $500 fine and 
costs and 1 year probation. 

November 25, 1957: Defendant charged with sale and possession 
of obscene Christmas cards. Sentence $250 fine and costs and 6 
months’ probation. 

January 21, 1958: Two defendants changer with selling obscene 
literature throagh the mail. Sentenced 314 to 7 years in county 
prison. 

February 5, 1958: Two publishers extradited from Chicago charged 
with publishing and distributing obscene literature. Both defendants 
fined $300 and costs and placed on 2 years’ probation. 

F ebruary 11, 1958: Two theater managers charged with exhibiting 
obscene films. Case still pending before court. 

April 21, 1958: Defendant charged with possession of pornographic 
film. Case still pending. 

April 29, 1958: Two New York publishers indicted in Philadelphia 
for distributing obscene literature. Extradition denied by Supreme 
Court of New York. 

April 30, 1958: A newsstand operator charged with possession and 
sale of obscene magazines. Case still pending. 

May 1, 1958: Newsstand operator charged with possession and sale 
of obscene magazines. Case still pending. 

June and July 1958: Seven California distributors of obscence 
matter were indicted in Philadelphia for distributing obscene mate- 
rial by mail. Extradition proceedings were instituted against all 
seven and Pennsylvania is now awaiting action by Governor Brown 
in the matter. 

September 11, 1958: Newsstand operator charged with possession 
and sale of obscene magazines. Case still pending. 

September 17, 1958: Newsstand operator charged with possession 
and sale of obscene magazines. Case still pending. 

February 10, 1959: Defendant bookstore operator charged with 
possession and sale of obscene literature. Matter still pending for 
trial. 

April 17, 1959: Seven retail record shop operators charged with 
possession and sale of obscene phonograph records. Defendants were 
indicted and are awaiting trial. 

May 26, 1959: One retail record shop operator arrested charged 
with possession and sale of obscene phonograph records. Defendant 
indicted and awaiting trial. 

May 29, 1959: Defendant bookstore operator charged with sale 
and possession of obscene magazines. Case still pending for trial. 

June 1, 1959: Defendant bookstore operator charged with sale and 
possession of obscene magazines. Case pending for trial. 

June 3, 1959: Defendant bookshop operator charged with posses- 
sion and sale of obscene magazines. Case pending for trial. 
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June 11, 1959: Defendant operator of newsstand arrested charged 
with sale and possession of obscene magazines. Case pending for tr “ial, 

Chief of County Detectives Thomas F. McDermott, who will follow 
me as a witness, will be delighted to elaborate on any "of the details of 
the foregoing arrests. 

Despite all this, there are still several areas within this field of ob- 
scenity that are causing us deep concern. By that I mean that cer- 
tain types of objectionable matter are virtually flooding the market, 
for which there appears to be no prohibition under our penal statutes. 

I shall refer to but two. First, there is a tremendous volume of 
magazines on the newsstands that obviously pander to the sexual de- 
viates. In the main, they constitute the homosexuals, masochists, and 
sadists. We have set up a display board before you with a sampling 
of just such publications. It would be difficult, if not impossible, to 
argue that such magazines fall within the pur view of section 524 of 
our Pennsylvania Penal Code which militates against matter that 
is “obscene, lewd, lascivious, filthy, indecent or disgusting.” How- 
ever, you will hear from the lips of an eminent psychiatrist that such 
publications can be and frequently are the cause of deep-seated emo- 
tional and psychiatric disturbances. We must amend section 524 to 
include such matter. 

Second is that large category of so-called nudist publications. A 
glance at our display board will clearly demonstrate what I mean. 
An umbrella of protection appears to have been thrown over these 
magazines by virtue of a Federal court decision in the Sunshine and 
Health case. 

To permit the unrestricted sale and display of such matter is sheer 
hypocrisy. Commonsense has been shoved aside to give way to an 
intellectually dishonest atmosphere of sophistication. In these pub- 
lications all of the male and female private parts and pubic areas 
are clearly exposed to view. 

We have definite documented proof of cases in which sex offenders 
have admitted that they were stimulated and aroused to commit their 
offenses by reading one of these nudist magazines. 

It is not my intention to denounce the nudist cult. However, I 
refuse to believe that any legitimate or worthwhile purpose is served 
by the blatant display of these publications on the stands. Let the 
members of the cult who desire them receive their copies of the maga 
zines through the mail. 

Finally, ‘I must touch on something that is personally quite close to 
me. I am referring to the deplorable situation in Pennsylvania con- 
cerning motion pictures. Set up before you on the display board 
are just a few advertisements selected at random from our Philadel- 
phia newspapers. Just look at the trash that has been offered in 
recent months for human consumption in the Philadelphia area in 
our theaters. Just listen to some of their lurid titles: 

“Diary of a Bad Girl”; “The True Story of Nudist Cults”; “For- 
bidden Paradise ;” “The Shameless Sex”; “Hollywood Peep Show;” 
and “Strip, Strip,” just to mention a few. 

Our Philadelphia police can tell you that our theaters which show 
these objectionable films can become havens for degenerates and sex 
deviates. The dri ive-in movies that exhibit these films are commonly 
referred to as “passion pits.” The latter are usually jammed with 
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teenagers who receive sexual stimulation from the films plus the op- 
portunity to engage in sex play. ' . 

On Thursday of last week, July 2, the Supreme Court of Pennsyl- 

vania, in the case of C ommonwealth v. Martin Blumenste in, declared 
the most effective protection we had against these files, being section 
528 of our Criminal Code, unconstitutional. Fortunately, however, 
the District Attorneys Association of Pennsylvania, in 1957, were suc- 
cessful in amending section 524 of our code. This section was dis- 
cussed by the court but was not declared unconstitutional. The 
amendment provides as follows 

Obscene literature consists of any writing or printed matter, picture, image, 
drawing, figure, photograph or other pictorial representation, which is unrelated 
to science, art, or scientific study, and taken as a whole is indecent, lewd, las- 
civious, and has the effect of inciting to lewdness or sexual crime. 

It is my opinion that the use of the words in this amendment “pic- 
torial representation” certainly includes motion pictures. I propose 
to proceed against all motion picture exhibitors who continue to offer 
to the public the filth and dirt for dirt’s sake which the dozens of films 
exhibited since the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania ordered me to 
stop interfering with their showing until they had considered and 
decided whether section 528 was or was not constitutional. Since 524 
has not been declared unconstitutional, I feel that it is my responsi- 
bility to proceed to prosecute under section 524, and this I propose 
to do immediately. At the same time, we are preparing an amend- 
ment to section 528 which will meet the objections thereto contained 
in the supreme court’s decision and we hope to have this introduced 
into the Pennsylvania Assembly within the next few days. 

In conclusion, let me say that this must be a ceaseless battle. Even 
as I talk to you now, additional warrants are being prepared by Chief 
McDermott for the arrest of current offenders. Much has been done 
here, but much still remains to be accomplished. 

Obscenity is a cancer—a cancer that spreads like wildfire unless 
checked. ‘The State, as a protector of the welfare of the community, 
must take cognizance of a lesson thousands of years old, that is, the 
fall of the Roman Empire and the loss of the glory that once was 
Greece. This historical experience contained one common factor— 
decay and collapse from within. The fall of these two highly civ- 
ilized societies can be traced as the standards of right and wrong in 
the areas of modesty and sexual relations were lowered. 

However, every segment of the community has a stake in this battle. 
It is not the function of the prosecuting arm of our Government to 
set and determine moral standards. The family, the church, our 
schools, indeed every decent, law-abiding citizen must cooperate in this 
crusade. 

I speak for all the citizens of Philadelphia in expressing my sin- 
cerest thanks for the opportunity to appear before this distinguished 
body. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. The purpose of our hearings, as you know, is to 
develop factual information which will be helpful in the develop- 
ment of further needed legislation. 

Do you have any evidence of any comparable relationship between 
the reading of this obscene literature and crime? 
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Mr. Buanc. I gave you the example of the man who raped an 
8-year-old child, and of the sex crimes cemmitted by youngsters in the 
schools. We have had other occasions in which unquestionably this 
kind of material has had a great effect. 

Let me give you a recent case in Philadelphia, the Cunney case, in 
which a 15-year-old boy, a most religious young man who confessed 
to the police after he had gone to his priest and confessed. He ad- 
mitted to the psychiatrists examining him that he had read magazines 
of this type. He had never had a sex experience before this one and 
he strangled this very young child in a panic, when he felt that she 
was going to report his advances. His advances did not actually 
amount to a sex act at all but this boy of a fine family, a very re- 
ligious young man, was caused to commit a serious crime by this kind 
of material. 

There are other cases in which rapes have been committed by a 
group of boys after they had been drinking wine and reading maga- 
zines of this type. There isn’t any question about it, there is a di- 
rect relation between material of this kind and the crime rate. 

Mrs. GranaHan. Do you think that, despite the recent court de- 
cisions in this field, appropriate legis: ation can be drafted to covet 
the field of obscenity ? 

Mr. Branc. I do not think there is any question about it. We are 
now working on an amendment to section 528. We are also going 
to further amend section 524, a very simple amendment to 524 so 
there will be no question about the fact that it will cover motion 
pictures. Instead of the title being labeled as obscene literature, 
we are going to call it obscene matter and we shall include motion 
pictures along with other pictorial representation, and I am certain 
that statutes can be drafted. 

We are working on a draft of a new section 528 in our own office. 
The attorney general is doing likewise and I am certain that we will 
come up, as we must come up with proper legislation so that we may 
prosecute these filth dispensers for profit. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. I want to commend you, Mr. Blanc, for your won- 
derful and forthright statement. I think the job you have done in 
Philade ‘Iphia i is an example for the whole United States. 

Mr. Cunninenam. I also want to say it is quite a morale booster 
to me and I am sure the members of this committee who have been 
struggling with this thing to have you, Mr. Blane, tell us of all the 
wonderful work you are doing here in outlining in a very clear way 
just what this problem is. I think it is serious and I think the 
whole country will be indebted to you, because of the historical sig- 
nificance of this c ity, to know that you are doing the job that you are 
doing in this field. 

Mr. Branc. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Watinauser. I] wish to commend Mr. Blanc, too, and I would 
like to ask him just quickly if he will tell the committee what. re- 
sults you had from the distributors’ agreement to police themselves. 

Mr. Buane. They promised to get their own readers to know, since 
we could not get. into precensorship. What they did do was talk from 
both sides of their mouth. They did absolutely nothing and more 
and more of this material came into our community and we simply 
arrested and convicted distributors and newsstand operators as well. 
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One of the local distributors refused to continue to distribute 
them. W hat happened then was that newsdealers would go over to 
New York and pick up such material and bring it back on trucks; or 
the New Y ork people would bring it in. We, of course, have extra- 
dited from Illinois certain distributors, convicted them in our courts 
and they were placed on probation and ordered not to distribute 
them again. 

One of the most import: int things that we did in that field of course 
was in connection with the information that we received from Postal 
Inspector McDermott—the same last name as the chief of our county 
detectives. We were getting complaints from mothers and fathers 
who came into our office wondering how children got this stuff from 
States all over the country. 

As you very well know, children will write for a kite or a balloon 
or a boat and those names are pandered to the sellers of filth. Asa 
result of those complaints, we obtained the names of the distributors 
in California and we sent Mr. McDermott, the chief of our county 
detectives, out to California. He will tell you something about that, 
where, with the help of Mr. William McKesson, the distinguished 
district attorney of Los Angeles County, and the sheriif, they con- 
ducted raids. I don’t want to take away his time on that. 

We proceeded to extradite these men, but we were held up by our 
attorney general who held the view that never having been in Penn- 
sylvania they could not be extradited as fugitives. What a specious 
argument that is. Take this example. Here is the dividing line be- 
tween Pennsylvania and Ohio. I am on the Ohio side and a man in 
Pennsylvania fires across the border and kills me. Would anyone 
say Ohio could not extradite the killer from Pennsylvania ? 

Fortunately we have had a change in administration and a change 
in attorney generals, and the current attorney general, Mrs. Alpern, 
has sent forward our extradition papers. Hearings were held and 
Mrs. Stout will tell you something about that because they repre- 
sented our office in those hearings. 

Kven worse, however, the decision has not yet come down from 
Governor Brown, but Mr. Friedman, representing those people in 
California, advised the indictment secretary to the Governor that 
“You don’t have to do anything about this because Pennsylvania has 
outlawed the obscenity statute.’ 

That is why I made it so clear at the beginning of my statement 
that the obscenity statute, section 524 of the criminal code, is consti- 
tutional and is the law, and it is the section under which we are 
moving. We are very hopeful that we will get those people back 
here and we will convict them and we are going to urge a jail sentence 
for them and not just a fine. 

This business of judge after judge putting them on probation and 
fining them is simply collecting a license fee to continue in business. 
That goes not only for pornography and obscenity but with other 
phases of our laws. <A great effort was done in connection with get- 
ting the distributors to cooperate in this field by Mr. Russell Morss, 
Jr., former district. attorney of Union County in Elizabeth, N.J. 
There, too, the distributors attempted to police their own business but 
it did not work out. The one group which has been successful in that 
field has been in the comic-book field. I think that the arrangement 
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that they made in that field several years ago has been fairly effec- 
tive. We do not have quite the comic-book material that we had 
prior to that organization, but even in that field there is still much 
to be done because of the great profit element in the sale of this kind 
of material and once again I say all of us in this country must be 
vigilant and prosecute the pur veyors of this filth. 

Mr. Scorr. You made previous reference to the nudist magazines. 
Do you have any definite impression as to whether or not such maga- 
zines are published by, what you might term, genuine believers in 
nudism or whether or not the dealers in obscene literature may have 
taken over the publication of those magazines ? 

Mr. Brianc. There isn’t any question they have taken them over. 

Sunshine and Health is publi: shed by a nudist organization and yet 
many of the pictures in Sunshine and Health are not of nudists them- 
selves, because very frankly the contours of the body of some of the 
nudists would not sell magazines but when you get these very beauti- 
ful models and photograph them in the complete nudity they do sell 
magazines even though they are published by the nudist cults them- 
selves. 

Mr. Scorr. In other words, the dealers in obscenity are taking ad- 
vantage of whatever merit there may be in the movement. 

Mr. Buanc. There is one nudist magazine that is an import from 
Holland, I believe. It has been held by the Supreme Court that 
complete nudity is not obscene even though the private parts and the 

ubic hairs and other parts are shown. in the pictures. That we are 

ound by. It is when you take the nude figure and drape it with long 
gloves and long silk stockings and focus attention on the private parts 
that we begin to get into the obscenity field. 

Mr. Ontver. Mr. Blanc, in your testimony, you made some mention 
of complaints from the local people coming into your office. Has 
that been such a sufficient volume that you feel that the activity which 
you have been carrying on here, if expanded, would encourage more 
people perhaps to try to do something about this? 

Mr. Brianc. Unquestionably so. We have had many of them. 
Postal Inspector McDermott has had hundreds and hundreds of them 
as his statement to us has indicated. We have also had literally hun- 
dreds of complaints from parents, but many of them are afraid to 
become involved. They are ashamed of the situation and they will 
not give us names and addresses. 

There was one woman who came into our office and complained 
about mail material that her son received. She is willing to testify. 
She is willing to tell you about it, and other parents have been w illing 
to let. us know their feelings concerning this matter. 

Mr. Ottver. Is it your feeling that ‘continued activity by this com- 
mittee and other people who are trying to do something about this 
problem would encourage more people over the country to help 
to slow down or entirely eliminate this illicit traffic ? 

Mr. Branc. No doubt about that, none whatsoever. 

Mr. Oxtver. In other words, the more publicity and activity car 
ried out, the more effectiveness will be had ? 

Mr. Buianc. That is right. That is why I am extremely grateful 
to this committee. You are doing an excellent job on a national scale 
and I know we are going to get good results. 
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Mr. Oxtver. I want to commend you for the very vigorous and stim- 
ulating statement. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Brianc. Thank you. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. Our next witness will be Mr. Thomas McDermott, 
chief, county detectives of Philadelphia. 


STATEMENT OF THOMAS F. McDERMOTT, CHIEF, COUNTY 
DETECTIVES, PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


Mr. McDermorr. Madame Chairman and other distinguished mem- 
bers of the committee, I should like to thank this committee for its 
invitation to speak before this honorable body. I would like to call 
the committee’s attention to the fact that I have been associated with 
police work for the past 80 years and have had the privilege of serving 
under our present district attorney, the Honorable Victor H. Blanc, 
for the past 314 years, as chief invest igator for the district attorney’s 
oflice, covering the city and county of Philadelphia. 

Let me state that at the beginning of Mr. Blanc’s administration 
he made it clear to me that his position on obscenity was one of vig- 
orous assault in all of its phases. His orders to me were a get-tough, 
two-fisted program. He explained to me at that time his belief and 
his firm conviction that obscenity, not only through the mails but on 
our newsstands was a direct cause of quite a number of crimes com- 
mitted in the city of Philadelphia. He expected 100 percent enforce- 
ment of the obscenity laws. In response to this direct order, I pro- 
ceeded to follow his directions to the letter. 

Mr. Blanc has given you a necessarily brief résumé of all the arrests 
that have been made by our office. During your question period, I 
will be more than delighted to elaborate on the circumstances of any 
one or all of these arrests. On paper, and on the surface, they might 
seem quite simple, but I assure you it has been a rough, uphill battle. 

Since the greatest emphasis of this committee is in the field of 
mail-order pornography, I will give you a detailed account of the 
circumstances that led up to our arrests of seven defendants in Cali- 
fornia. Before I explain the details of our indictments and subsequent 
arrests of persons in California who are making a living by flooding 
Philadelphia and every other large city with filth, let me say that our 
office has had a wonderful wor king relationship with the postal inspec- 
tors assigned to this area; namely, Inspector H. J. McDermott and 
his superiors, and the Honorable Harold K. Wood, the U.S. attorn ey 
assigned to Philadelphia. These gentlemen worked hand-in- -glove 
with us during these investigations, and I cannot praise them too 
highly to this committee. 

May I say this: I heartily agree with Mr. Blanc in his contention 
that this matter of obscenity certainly plays an important part in our 
crime picture today and this statement I make in light of 30 years 
of police experience handling every phase of crime on our calendar. 
It definitely, emphatically, plays an important part in our ever- 
increasing rate of crime today. We must do something drastic about 
this matter of filth coming through the mails and lying on our news- 
stands or we will suddenly find ourselves overwhelmed. 
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Let me explain to this committee the work done by our office in 
connection with the arrests of George Cooper, Abe 8S. Toberotf, 
Ralph Levinson, Joseph L. Schillaci, Edward Rich, Albert G. Jetfries, 
and Floyd Clemens. 

The seven men mentioned were indicted by our grand jury in 
June of last year after we in Philadelphia learned of the way filthy 
and obscene literature was coming into Philadelphia, totally un- 
solicited. 

[rate citizens sent into our office and into the office of the postal 
inspector of Philadelphia, letters of complaint, copies of which I have 
here today. Investigation revealed that these men operated out of 
Hollywood, Calif., using a number of trade names. 

One of the trade names commonly used and received on advertise- 
ments by people in Philadelphia was that of the Regal Art Co. of 
California. On the strength of our investigation conducted here 
the June grand jury indicted all of these defendants under section 
524 of our Obscenity Code. As a result of these indictments, I was 
instructed by Mr. Blane to proceed to Los Angeles, Calif., to serve 
these warrants personally. 

Prior to my departure from Philadelphia, Mr, Blane contacted by 
telephone the district attorney of Los Angeles, Mr. William B. 
McKesson, and informed him of my mission. Upon arriving in Los 
Angeles, William H. Parker, chief of police of Los Angeles, Calif., 
was notified by me and informed as to what I expected to do in 
California. 

Mr. Ralph Stappenhorst, postal agent assigned to obscene prob- 
lems in Los Angeles, had been notified by our local postal inspectors. 

Later, there was a meeting set up in the office of the district at- 
torney, Mr. William B. McKesson, at which time representatives of 
the police department, sheriff's office, and the U.S. Tr sasury Depart- 
ment, were present. 

[ informed all of those present that I had in my possession felony 
warrants for all of these defendants and I would like to have them 
served, as quickly as possible. The response I received was excellent. 
It was then decided that in addition to my warrants, which were for 
felonies, that this would permit the police department to obtain 
search and seizure warrants under the California law. The police 
department then proceeded to draw up search and seizure warrants 
for each place that we had decided to raid. 

On Saturday morning June 28, 1959, the Federal, State, county, 
and city officers met in the police building in Los Angeles, and various 
squads were formed with explicit instructions given to the leader 
of each squad as to what he was to do in the service of the warrant, 

As a result, seven men were arrested in the places operated by them, 
searched, and confiscations made in each instance. 

At that time I was participating in the raid on the Regal Art 
Co. and was accompanied by Inspector Vincent G. Dinisi. of the dis- 
trict attorney’s office of Los Angeles. During the raid, I personally 
opened files which contained lists of prospective customers in prac- 
tically every large city in the United States. 

It_was in this place, the Regal Arts Co., that I found sucker lists 
for Philadelphia prospects. In searching for these lists in the office 
of the Regal Art Co., I found the names and addresses of people 
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who had received this material and who had complained to this of- 
fice about receiving it. 1 found these names right in their files in 
their office in Hollywood. During these raids, we confiscated evi- 
dence valued at $1 million. 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank all of the law enforce- 
ment officers in the State of California who participated in these 
raids, for due to their excellent cooperation the defendants were 
charged in addition to the Philadelphia charges, with violation of the 
California laws and were subsequently convicted and placed on pro- 
bation. 

However, I am sorry to say that in spite of the probation and the 
direction of the court that they cease operating in the matter in which 
they were doing, they failed to live up to their probation, and we 
have evidence to show that they have continued to do business after 
the probation order was placed upon them. 

[ believe that this is the first venture of its kind by any district at- 
torney’s office in the United States where arrests of this kind have 
been made. I believe now that our assistant district attorney, Juanita 
Stout, who is in charge of our appeals division, will explain the diffi- 
culties we have had in returning the defendants to Philadelphia for 
prosecution. 

In regard to our local problem, I am happy to state that in every 
case In which we made an arrest for obscene literature, a conviction 
resulted when that case ultimately came to trial. 

If there is anything else which this committee desires from me, I 
will be happy to tell them anything that I know. If the committee 
desires. I will be hi appy to ¢ ite you documented evidence that I have 
with me now in which defendants were arrested by us and freely ad- 
mitted that they were triggered into committing their offenses be- 
cause of exposure to the types of obscene literature that we are dis 
€ ussiIng’ tod: ay. 

Again, many thanks for the opportunity to appear before this dis- 
tinguished committee. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. Those models that pose know perfectly well what 
they are getting into; do they not / 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes; they do. In the beginning of our investi- 

gation in 1956 we learned that an ad was placed in a local news- 
ide in Philadelphia asking for models to appear at this modeling 
agency. 

As a result of that ad there were over 400 applicants. The man 
himself told me that some of the girls who applied were reluctant to 
pose in the nude, but the largest majority of them who applied for 
those jobs when they had an idea or were told that they may ulti- 
mately result in getting into pictures or the entertainment field, 
they were willing to go all the way and pose for these pictures any 
way that the agency would have asked them. 

Mrs. Grananan. Would they not be termed a delinquent, or almost 
as guilty as the person w ho asked them to pose / 

Mr. McDermorr. The largest majority of them were over 21 and 
they absolutely knew what they were doing and some of them now 
you find posing in magazines coming from all over the country. We 
have one specific case where her picture shows in a number of these 
magazines, Candy Bar. She is a stripper from Texas. Candy Bar 
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has just been convicted in Texas of a narcotics violation. Candy 
Bar’s picture shows in one magazine after another in some of the most 
obscene poses and acts in moving pictures. 

I want to call your attention to the type of women who are posing 
for these magazines. 

Mrs. GraANAHAN. Do you think this mail is going through to any 
particular segment of the community or do you think it is generalized } 

Mr. McDermorr. It is in every State in the United States. Of 
course, the large cities are subjected to the most because they have a 
larger field. There were any number of files on Chicago, and yet, 
Chicago sends out quite a bit of material themselves. 

Every large city had their share in these files. Naturally, I was 
interested in Philadelphia and I pulled out files on the Philadelphia 
sucker list and lo and behold, I found names of people who had ye 
ready complained to our office about their children receiving it, 
we tied them up between directly sending it and receiving it. 

Mrs. Grananan. Do you get many complaints from the general 
public or is it mostly from the parents? 

Mr. McDermorr. We receive a considerable amount of complaint 
from the public. Most of them are anonymous. Occasionally you 
receive the name of a mother or father who is willing to come in and 
testify. 

Just recently we had a mother come in who wanted a warrant sworn 
out for the arrest of the man who sold her son some magazines. She 
came in and testified against the man. 

Mrs. Granauan. But the public in general, when called upon, will 
not give you a name? 

Mr. McDermorr. They are reluctant to disclose their identities. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. If they did, you would go out to those stands and 
clean them up ? 

Mr. McDermorr. That’s right. We have hundreds and hundreds of 
letters on file with regard to the stuff coming through the mails from 
California where people have signed their names and pleaded with the 
postal authorities in our office to clean this filth up from the mails. 

Mrs. Granauan. Is it possible to arrest a girl over 21, who would 
take part in something like that in a model agency ? 

Mr. McDermorr. If we found and made the arrest of a distributor 
or a dealer and found that he was responsible for having these girls 
pose and then we found that these girls knowingly posed in obscene 
poses, we could arrest them for conspiracy. 

Mrs. Grananan. If they knowingly posed ? 

Mr. McDermort. They hardly go into some of those poses without 
knowing what they are doing. I have the original of these. They are 
absolutely in the nude and they certainly know what they are doing. 
They know their pictures are taken and they know the results of hav- 
ing that picture taken. 

Mrs. GrRaANAWAN. I still cannot condone the idea that the sun-bathing 
magazines are not obscene because some of them are just dreadful. 

Mr. McDermorr. We have one magazine here. There is one of a 
minister conducting services in the nude. 

You can look at this entire file. There are those two magazine 
articles entitled, “Love Money,” and “Down on the Farm.” They ap- 
peared in magazines that were printed and distributed from Cali- 
fornia. They were printed by the Nate Publishing Co. in California. 
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Kurt Reicher was the editor. We issued a warrant and had him 
extradited and as a result it was decided by the attorneys represent- 
ing him to bring him in voluntarily. He came to Philadelphi: . volun- 
tarily and he ple: ided guilty to publishing an indecent magazine. 

The magazine was Adam. It is now sold in many cities in the 
United States but not in Philadelphia. We arrested the local distrib- 
utor and the publisher and convicted them. In the conviction of the 
local distributor of this magazine we had a member of one of our 
do-gooder organizations who went so far as to bring his own mother 
into court to testify that the magazine was not obscene in her opinion. 

There is a story in there about a woman taking advantage of a 
young boy. That is what we are confronted with. We have people 
coming in ridiculing us for making an arrest of this nature. For- 
tunately, the court found them guilty. 

Mrs. GranaHan. I want to congratulate you. I think it has been 
wonderful testimony. It is practical and true and the community 
must be alerted to this. I think too many people have been too com- 
placent about this. They thought it could not happen to their 
children. 

Mr. McDermorr. Last year just before the holidays started, we 
were confronted with certain stores in Philadelphia displaying 
( ‘hristmas cards, with Christmas displayed in an obscene manner— 

“TE know what you want for Christmas but I don’t know how to wrap 
it,” and different other expressions with an undraped woman, and 
that was being sold from the counters in some stores in Philadelphia. 

We arrested the distributors and convicted them. 

Mr. Irwin. I would like to commend Chief McDermott for his very, 
very strong, forceful, and clear testimony. 

You mentioned a Regal Art Co. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is in California. 

Mr. Irwin. You said they were convicted once and they were back 
in business. Were they rearrested ? 

Mr. McDermorr. They were arrested on warrants I took from 
Philadelphia into California. We are still awaiting decision whether 
we are going to bring them back. California violations were placed 
and they were convicted of that and the charges informed them that 
upon being placed on probation, they were not to distribute in any 
way, shape, or form, and they violated this order and distributed 
anyway. 

Mr. Irwin. Has anything been done in California with respect to 
the violation of that parole? 

Mr. McDermorr. We are waiting for the outcome of that. It has 
been 6 months since the order was placed on them. 

Mr. Irwin. You have done a good job here. 

Mr. McDermorr. If we can bring them back, it will help every 
State pr oceed in the same manner. 

Mr. Scorr. In your work in checking the various sources of this 
pornographic material, have you found indication that any of it is 
coming from any foreign source ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes; Great Britain has suddenly flooded the 
market with a small type of magazine on the same order as these 
magazines I have described. They are coming in by the carload. 

Mr. Ontver. Is anything coming from the Orient ? 











160 OBSCENE MATTER 


Mr. McDermorr. Yes; we had one magazine that had oriental pic- 
tures but the publishing was done in (¢ ‘alifornia. 

Mr. Irwin. Would it be farfetched to think in terms that this is a 
worldwide effort to break down the morals of the family / 

Mr. McDermorr. When we break down the morals of our children, 
we break down everything. 

Mr. Ouiver. Is there anything that you might tell us about that 
would indicate that there is any “for eign conspiracy involved in it ¢ 

Mr. McDermorr. We definitely form an opinion; we have a sus- 
picion that it is the aim of the Communists to break down the morals 
of our country. They are trying it with getting as much heroin as 
they can into this country. They derive a profit by getting it in and. 
at the same time they are achieving their aims. 

Mr. Oxtver. It is not fantastic to think then that this is a weapon to 
break down the character of the Nation ¢ 

Mr. McDermorr. That is true. The Bureau of Narcotics reports 
that Red China is definitely trying to get as much heroin into this 
country as possible and it would not be f: arfetched to think the vy could 
do the same thing here in breaking down the morals of our country 
and the morals of our children. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Chief McDermott, you and other witnesses have 
gotten into the discussion of this interchange or the selling of lists. 
A little lad may send in a small amount of money for a balloon or 
some other innocent thing and months later his name is on a list 
where he receives this obscene literature and this committee is aware 
of that and the staff is making studies or is about to make studies 
to try to see what can be done to stop that practice. If an innocent 
little lad sends in for an innocent. little toy he should not be penalized 
some time later by receiving this filthy stuff in the mail and that 
is an important thing this committee is going to get into. 

Mr. Watrinavser. I have no questions. I would like to compliment 
the chief. I think his testimony has been revealing, very good, and 
I am sure it is not necessary for me to urge him to keep up the good 
work. 

Mr. McDermorr. We are fortunate in having a district attorney 
in this city who has that in mind. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. Our next witness is Mrs. Juanita Kidd Stout. 


STATEMENT OF MRS. JUANITA KIDD STOUT, CHIEF, APPEALS, 
PARDONS, AND PAROLES DIVISION, DISTRICT ATTORNEY’S 
OFFICE, PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


Mrs. Stour. Thank you, Mrs. Granahan. 
I want to first of all express my great “ge iation to you for in- 
viting me here today. I am not sure that I will be too helpful. I 


do have a few vague thoughts which perhaps you can crystallize for 


me. 

First of all, I should like to tell you about the program of what 
we call our California cases. 

On June 20, 1958, by leave of Hon. Theodore L. Peimel, judge of 
quarter sessions court of Philadelphia County, true bills Nos. 1191, 
1192, 1198, and 1194 of June 1958, sessions were returned against 
Edwin D. Rich, trading as E. D. Enterprises; Joseph P. Schillaci, 
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trading as Regal Art Co.; Abe S. Toberoff, trading as Filmfare Co.; 
and George Cooper, trading as Saturn Co. All of the defendants 
were of Los Angeles, Calif. Each was charged with distributing 
obscene literature, by mail, in Philadelphia C ounty during the years 
1956, 1957, and 1958 in violation of section 524 of the penal code. 
Also, as of July sessions, 1958, No. 793, by leave of Hon. Francis 
Shunk Brown, sitting in quarter sessions court, Philadelphia County, 
Albert Jeffries of Palisades Park, Calif., and Floyd Clemmens and 
Ralph Leverson, both of Los Angeles, were indicted for distributing 
obscene literature by mail, and for conspiracy to distribute the same. 

Extradition warrants for the seven defendants were issued by His 
Excellency, Gov. David L. Lawrence, in April of this year, upon 
rec icunianndakines of attorney general] Anne X. Alpern, under section 6 
of the Uniform Criminal Extradition Act. The defendants requested 
an extradition hearing which was held before Governor Brown’s 
extradition secretary, Hon. Cecil Poole, on Monday, May 11, 1959. 
That hearing, which continued throughout an entire day, was at- 
tended by the seven defendants, their eight attorneys, Hon. Clarence 
Linn, deputy attorney gene ral of California, and Juanita Kidd 
Stout, as assistant from the Philadelphia district attorney's office. 
We are now, as of July 10, 1959, awaiting action on this matter by the 
Governor of California. 

Three of the defendants indicted in Philadelphia—Clemens, Jef- 
fries, and Schillaci—also had been placed on probation for 3 years 
on November 12, 1958, and had been fined $500 each in the superior 
court of California, in and for the county of Los Angeles, as of De- 
partment No. 47, No. 205545, by the Honorable William E. Fox. 
There they had pleaded euilty to distributing obscene material—the 
same type of literature and film for the distribution of which they 
were indicted in Philadelphia. A condition of their probation was 
that they would cease to publish and to distribute the obscene material 
or to advertise the same. 

Some indication of the volume of business done by defendants 
Clemens, Jeffries, and Schillaci in Pennsylvania may be perceived 
from a report of H. J. McDermott, postal inspector, Philadelphia, Pa., 
dated April 21, 1959, to Mr. Thomas F. McDermott, chief county 
detective, Philadelphia. That report states, in relevant part: 





The information available as to volume of incoming and outgoing mail is 
rather meager, with the exception of Schillaci’s activities under the name of 
Regal Art Co. It would be a tremendous task to count the complaints received 
from persons in Philadelphia, Pa. It is estimated that there have been a total 
of 8,000 to 10,000 complaints against Regal Art Co., alone. By actual count 
2,800 complaints were received against that firm between May and October 1958. 

It is estimated that Floyd Clemens, as Gem Products Co., did a gross annual 
business of approximately $350,000. The Post Office Department received over 
1,000 complaints from the public objecting to the mailing of circulars by Vita 
Pharmacals, Ine. 

It was reported during May 1957 that Extension Distributors, an operation 
of Jeffries, was receiving from 200 to 250 pieces of mail daily. While operating 
as Paramount Products, Jeffries’ incoming mail ranged from 150 to 600 letters 
daily. 

During the latter part of October 1957 Regal Art Co. was receiving large 
quantities of mail. The number of pieces received daily ranged from 200 to 
2,500. On March 18, 19, and 20, 1958, there were delivered to that concern 
960, 614, and 530 letters, respectively. On March 19, 1958, 10,000 cireulars of 
Regal Art Co. were deposited for mailing at Los Angeles. Between May 19 and 
June 26, 1958, 175,000 circulars were mailed at New York City. Vita Products 
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mailed 297,000 Regal Art circulars at Los Angeles between April 29 and June 
26, 1958. 

a Rai of the raids at Los Angeles on June 27, 1958, on seven locations 
following the Philadelphia indictment, there were seized seven truckloads of 
material weighing 10 tons. Hundreds of thousands of brochures, more than one 
half million envelopes, thousands of pictures, slides, and transparencies, many 
hundreds of motion picture films, stimulators, splints and bottles of retarding 
ointment were included in the seized material. In addition, there were re- 
covered about 135,000 addressograph plates and customer cards and over one-half 
million names on mailing list labels. 

The defendants did not cease to publish, to distribute or to advertise 
the obscene literature and films even after being placed on probation 
in California. Citizens of Pennsylvania continued to be harassed by 
the unsolicited receipt of the objectionable material through the mails. 

The seven defendants indicted by Philadelphia did business in 
California under a variety of trade names. According to Postal In- 
spector McDermott, the following names were used : 

George Cooper: George-Harvey Co.; Bernard of Hollywood; 
House of Armonds; Jon Armond; Saturn Co.; Gemarco; Tro- 
janco; Private Editions; Limited Publishers’ Guild; HPB Con- 
fidential; Canfield House; Bernard of Hollywood Publishing 
Co.; HPB Enterprises; Eron Unlimited. 

Abe S. Toberoff: Filmfare; Filmfare Co.; Filmeraft; Film- 
craft Co. ; Tower Co.; E. D. Enterprises. 

Ralph Leverson: Releo Enterprises; Regal Art Co.; Holly 
Watkins; Rendon Sales. 

Joseph P. Schillaci: Regal Art Co.; Holly Watkins; S. LaJoie; 
Glenco. 

Edwin D. Rich: E. D. Enterprises. 

Albert G. Jeffries: E-S Laboratories; Lingere Sales Co.; Ex- 
tension Distributors; Paramount Products; West Indies Imports; 
United Surgical Supply; World Wide Mailing Service; Regal 
Art Co.; Glenco. 

Floyd Clemens: Gem Products Co.; Pop-U-lar Sales Co.; Vita 
Pharmacals, Inc. ; F & F Sales Co.; World Wide Mailing Service ; 
Vita Products, Inc. 

These cases, alone, illustrate clearly the volume of mail-order busi- 
ness done by these filth merchants as well as the difficulties and costs 
with which a local law-enforcement officer is confronted in his effort 
to maintain the moral standard of the community. 

Mrs. Grananan. At the extradition hearings in California, Mrs. 
Stout, did you encounter any other problems ? 

Mrs. Srour. I encountered one problem which was a little embar- 
‘assing. I did my very best to overcome it in the interest of the Com- 
monwealth, and that was the question of the delay. There had been 
some little delay in processing the warrants, but I believe I was able to 
overcome that satisfactorily. They were mainly interested in our 
seriousness about the matter. “Well, really, you aren’t serious about 
this, are you,” they said. “Since you have had delay in this and our 
people were arrested once, Pennsylvania is harassing California citi- 
zens.” I said, “But, to the contrary, it is the Pennsylvania citizen who 
is being harassed by the California purveyor of filth.” 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. What were some of the arguments being made 
by these California people? 

Mrs. Srour. They claim it is art. Most great artists, paint and 
painted, drew and drew and drew for the sake of art and most artists 
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really were poverty stricken as our history will tell us. So if our 
artists are really artists and we can take the profit. out of it as a com- 
mercial matter then I am sure we will not affect their artistic ability. 
If itis art, let them keep on. 

Mrs. GraNAHAN. What was the attitude of California officials? 
Did they seem happy ? 

Mrs. Stour. They were extremely happy. The Governor’s office in- 
dicated how very well pleased they were. The Deputy Attorney Gen- 
eral Clarence Linn was most cooperative and just delighted that Mr. 
Blane took the time and the effort and the money to ysend a repre- 
sentative there. But I think the very fact that we have been now 
almost 2 years trying to get these people back and the fact that Chief 
ee had to go to California, and the fact that I had to go te 

California, and the fact that maybe somebody has to go back to Cali- 
fornia shows the great disadvantage in which a local law-enforcement 
officer is placed when he has to try to protect his local people by long- 
distance methods, so to speak. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. I certainly have found your testimony helpful, 
Mrs. Stout. It has been most informative and I think we have learned 
a great deal from Mr. Blanc and his staff today, and perhaps maybe 
some of my colleagues have questions. 

Mr. Otiver. The witness has certainly pinpointed this when she 
said something to the effect that if you take the dollars out of art, so 
far as these personalities are concerned, they may no longer be inter- 
ested in art. 

Mrs. Stour. That is my thought on it. 

Mr. CunnincHAM. I have certainly enjoyed the testimony. I have 
thought of the jail sentence as being perhaps one of the real answers 
to this, although you bring a different view which I think is quite in- 
teresting. I have introduced legislation which is before the Judiciary 
Committee which requires a mandatory jail sentence for the second- 
offense conviction, which I think might help some. But I think your 
suggestion is very interesting and I “think it should be explored. 

Mr. Wauiiavser. I wonder if the witness would give an opinion 
as to whether a very high postage rate for this kind of material would 
be a possible answer. 

Mrs. Srour. I think that would be most desirable—any means to 
take out the profit.. If the motive goes, so will the filth. 

Mr. Waiuauser. You may have trouble with the tax approach, 
but the postage item might well be considered. 

Mrs. Strout. If we can get away from the criminal sanctions, I do 
not think we will be faced with the arguments with which we have 
been faced. 

Thank you, Mrs. Granahan; it has been a pleasure. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. Our next witness is Dr. E. Preston Sharp. 


STATEMENT OF DR. E. PRESTON SHARP, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, 
YOUTH STUDY CENTER, PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


Dr. Suarp. Madam Chairman and members of committee, I wish 
to thank you for the honor shown me in inviting me to appear before 
you on the hearing of H.R. 7379 which deals “with the problem of 
obscene sex literature. In order to clarify my position, I strongly 
recommend favorable action on H.R. 7379 because it is an additional 











164 OBSCENE MATTER 


instrument for reducing the amount of obscene literature available in 
our communities. 

In my testimony, I will refer to the impact of such literature upon 
adults as well as juveniles. I have had the opportunity of serving as 
supervisor of rehabilitation at the Eastern State Penitentiary in Phila- 
delphia and also have worked with juvenile offenders for a number of 
years. 

There is no question that pictures and stories emphasizing sex exert 
a strong influence on many adults and youth. The degree of negative 
impact of this material depends on the type of background of the 
person. 

I remember well a convict at the Eastern State Penitentiary who 
illustrates this point. In his initial term at this institution he served 
time for stealing. While in the penitentiary he was found guilty of 
a misconduct which involved the drawing of obscene pictures and was 
punished for this infraction of rules. He was released on parole and 
shortly after completing his parole period, he was arrested on a charge 
of rape. When his room was searched at the time of arrest, a con- 
siderable number of obscene books and pictures were found. There 
is no doubt in my mind that the imaginative activities stimulated by 
the literature precipitated the crime of rape. 

Adults who are not well adjusted frequently indulge in imaginary 
sex activities which are often later expressed in sex crimes. The num- 
ber of individuals susceptible to this type of stimulus is greater than 
normally expected. For example, during a 4 month period last year 
we prosecuted three men for indecent exposure which occurred out- 
side the girls division of the Youth Study Center. 

Since my current work is with juveniles, I will give major emphasis 
to the negative impact. of obscene material upon youth. To be 
realistic, we must accept the fact that youth is being bombarded 
by sex from every side. Sex is one of the major themes of many 
types of advertisement. Movies, plays, and even some of our news 
stories emphasize the sex theme. A reflection of sex emphasis is 
found in the ensuing number of forced marriages and illegitimate 
births. 

In analyzing the impact of sex literature on youth, let us think of 
youth in terms of three categories: 

First is the youth who comes from a sound home which provides 
security, disc ipline, decent standards, and is supported by good 
church relations. This type of youth will be curious when exposed 
to sex literature but the reaction will be one of disgust and the child will 
not be affected by the experience. 

The second type of youth is one who comes from a rigid family 
where there is little love and little communication between parents 
and child. The cold barrier is often on a foundation of fear. This 
type of child keeps all of his problems and thoughts to himself and 
indulges frequently in fantasy. If his imaginings are overstimu- 
lated “by obscene literature there is serious danger that he will be 
involved in sex delinquency. It is not unusual for this type of child 
to be considered as a “oood boy” by his friends and neighbors who 
are shocked when he gets into tr ouble. 

The third type is the youth who lives in the underprivileged areas 
of our city. Early in his life he is exposed to all types of sex liter- 
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ature. At first he is curious but as he gets older he calls this type of 
material kid stuff. However, he does admit that being exposed to 
the obscene pictures and literature makes it easier for him to partici- 
pate in sex activities which are easily available. ; 

In a recent survey of the reading habits of the delinquent boys 
housed at the Youth Study Center, the subject of sex magazines 
was discussed. The boys raised the question as to what is wrong 
with these magazines inasmuch as you can purchase them in stores 
or at newstands. Their reaction was that if the public permitted 
these things to be sold over the open counter, then there is nothing 
wrong with them. 

There is an cld saying that you don’t place a hatchet on the table 
and then tell the youth not to cut the table. You protect the table 
by not providing the hatchet. You don’t throw in the paths of 
children all types of obscene sex literature and pictures and then 
tell them they should not engage in any type of sex activities. For 
their protection and for the protection of others, it is essential such 
stimuli be removed. 

Any legislation to keep harmful sex literature out of our com- 
munities should be strongly supported. 

Mr. Granauan. Would you think possibly the children from the 
better homes are more protected by their parents and do not discuss 
the facts of life as readily ? 

Dr, Suarp. That is true in many families.* As you all know, prob- 
ably, there is always a higher rate of delinquency in times of pros- 
perity than there is in times of depression. In times of prosperity 
everybody is so busy, either working parents or the parents who have 
enough money so that they can keep busy in many other areas of activ- 
ity. When that relationship with a child breaks down, the lack of 
communication in the higher area, then the children are left to them- 
selves, and when they are left to themselves, quite a few children, 
especially the introvert type of child, began to engage in fantasy. 
And, of course, fantasy can be in many areas, and if the stimulus is 
sex, which they get from magazines, radio—cheesecake always sells 
something—then you have this fantasy directed toward sex direc- 
tion. 

Mrs. GrANAHAN. Do you think that the boy who was an honor 
student and a fine boy, who never had a police record, had nice asso- 
ciates, came from a good family, and so on and so forth, is such an 
introvert that that is why he did what he did? 

Dr. Suarp. As the district attorney said, certain sex literature had 
effect on him. We have a free-expression-type of work in our Youth 
Study Center where the youngsters take pictures and hammer them 
out on a particular brass. In a particular selection kids will pick 
boats or dogs, and he picked the girl in the bathing suit. 

The thing I want to stress in terms of impact is not on the impact 
but the type of child that is stimulated, and this emphasizes again 
the necessity of having sufficient stability within a child with stimulus 
directed in the proper direction. 

One has to be able to roll with the punches. You are never going 
to be able to clean up all of the obscene sex material that you will find 
in our communities, so this is definitely a step in the right direction. 
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Mr. Scorr. Have you had an opportunity to examine the board on 
the motion pictures, the movie ads? 

Dr. Snare. Yes; I read the papers. 

Mr. Scorr. Do many of the pictures there come within your mean- 
ing of obscenity ? 

Dr. Suarp. It comes within the area of overstressing sex. I do not 
have sufficient intelligence to write a definition of obscenity, but the 
emphasis of sex and what the person’s mind reads into the pictures is 
really the factor of danger. 

Mr. Scorr. These movie ads in your opinion do demonstrate a defi- 
nite attempt on somebody’s part to ¢ apitalize on suggestions, at least 
suggestions calculated to lead the public to believe they are going to 
see something they are not going to see? 

Dr. Suarr. I think with the books or the jackets or the newspapers, 
people are disappointed when they go in and find they are not getting 
quite as bizarre a piece of literature as is used in the come-on’s or the 
advertising. And I think, as was definitely indicated, the minute you 
put a sign up “For Adults Only,” it is an extreme temptation for kids 
to lie about their age and it is a box-office attraction when you add 
that. The mere matter of prohibition makes things attractive. 

Mr. Scorr. Do you not regard many of these ads suggestive out of 
all proportion 

Dr. Swarr. Definitely, I would agree to that. 

Mr. Oniver. I am very much impressed with what you had to say 
here. I am wondering in your thinking, should this committee or the 
Congress, considering legislation along this line, put more stress 
upon whatever restrictions might result from more detailed legisla- 
tion in this field by more punitive legislation, or should we put stress 
upon what we think would be the detriment that is developing insofar 
as our people are concerned ¢ 

Dr. SHarp. I think you need both. If I may apologize to your 
committee for being a little facetious, I would like to see legislation 
sometime past on the priority of children in our whole culture here 
in this country, because we put a lot of things above as to how this 
particular situation affects children. The matter of dollars comes 
first and the damage comes second. I can go down the whole range of 
needs of children in which roads and other things come right up at the 
top, so when it comes to this matter of the impact upon the children in 
the results of it I always think a preamble in any law has real value, 
especially to students and people who make a study of it. 

Again, we have to do what we can to take the ax off the table, so 
that has to be in the bill, too. 

Mr. WatruHauser. I have one question. Dr. Sharp, what results 
have you had at the youth center after these boys have once been 
exposed? Has it been difficult to change their thinking, or have you 
had any results? 

Dr. Swarr. The Youth Study Center is only one cog in the whole 
area of treating children. It starts out with the juvenile aid bureau, 
the police, the municipal courts, so anything I would have to say 
would have to reflect the total treatment. process and not just the stay 
at the center, which is short term and primarily for treatment and 
diagnosis. 

There is no doubt in my mind whenever children are challenged 
with constructive areas of activity, you sit down and have a healthy 
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discussion with them relative to some of these matters of sex, that the 
amount of participation is definitely reduced. Sometimes this par- 
ticipation in sex again is a stated factor. The child who is cross eyed, 
bowlegged, has freckles, is a prey for an older man in terms of a sex 
relationship because no one else has paid any attention to them. We 
are always seeking ways that these children can get positive recogni- 
tion and then you remove this other factor of a negative issue. 

The other point I want to stress with you, as you read all studies 
relating to juvenile delinquency you will find in the lower areas of 
13, 12, “and under, when they hit adolescence you hit this rebellion. 
Any of you members of this committee do not need any further ex- 
planation of what I mean of the rebellion of the teenager. The degree 
of rebellion is in the degree of relationships they have with their adults, 
and this matter of sex expression is rebelling. I have detinite cases 
of females who become promiscuous at 13 and 14 for no other reason 
than that they were attempting to punish their parents, in cases of 
mothers who have been widows for a number of years, close attach- 
ment to a daughter and in comes a male and a remarriage and the 
child feels left out, and boom, she is going to punish her parent for 
that sort of thing. So this sex suggestion gives another area of nega- 
tive behavior in this period of rebellion. If we can get them over 
that period and divert their thinking into constructive thinking, then 
in answer to your —- your prognosis is very good. 

Mrs. GranaHANn. I think you have given us wonderful food for 
thought and given us an idea of how we might write legislation by 
directing more thoughts to our youth. 

Thank you very much. 

Our next witness is Mrs. Walter A. Craig, chairman, Philadelphia 
Citizens Committee Against Obscenity. 

Mrs. Craig is a pioneer in this mov ement. 

Mrs. Craig, we are delighted to have you here. 


STATEMENT OF MRS. WALTER A. CRAIG, CHAIRMAN, PHILADEL- 
PHIA CITIZENS COMMITTEE AGAINST OBSCENITY 


Mrs. Crate. Ladies and gentlemen, about 4 years ago, being greatly 
disturbed by the sudden rise in obscene magazines, a committee of 
women was formed to attempt to combat this evil. As time went on, 
the district attorney’s office in Philadelphia felt that this committee 
should be enlarged, and it now has a membership of 65, representing 
heads of various organizations of men and women in the city of 
Philadelphia. I have the honor of chairing this group. 

During the years that have elapsed, the c ommittee has done a great 
deal of exploring the ramifications of this smut. We have discussed 
the matter with parents, with teenagers, with school personnel, with 
psychiatrists, with lawyers, and with judges. There is no doubt in 
our minds but that the ‘following facts are true: 

1. Our country is obsessed with sex. Almost nothing can be adver- 
tised without using some curvaceous figure to entice the buyer. 

2. Certain magazines and movies are riddled with it, to the point 
where one would suppose that nothing else mattered. 

3. The effect on the pervert, the deviate, and the ill-adjusted adult, 
plus the effect it has on young people who are too often made the 
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direct target, is a matter for serious consideration by every thinking 
person. 

4. The abominable lack of consideration given this threat to our 
country’s morals by people and organizations who are most vocal is 
to be decried. Their arguments for allowing this multi-billion-dollar 
business to go on unchallenged runs like this: Obscenity has never 
been properly defined for court ruling. The people who are con- 
cerned about the effect of this on others are meddlers; they are inter- 
fering with civil liberties of the individuals, free speech, freedom of 
the press; the relationship between delinquency and this smut has 
never been established. All this is surrounded by laughable cliches, 
and makes one wonder how far the ramification of the dirty dollar 
has reached. 

5. The effect on our young people in the field of delinquency and 
hoodlumism is frightening. Can we honestly deny the accusation 
that we are most critical of juvenile conduct on the one hand, and 
are responsible for promoting it on the other? 

6. The Supreme Court of Pennsylvania would doubtless make short 
shrift of manufacturers who disobeyed hygienic standards in food 
and other projects. What about the graver concern cmuned by the 
people's minds being debauched by the ‘filth they feed on? 

7. The public is getting completely fed up on the lack of direct 
action on the smut purveyors. They ask: “Is everything that pro- 
tects lewdness constitutional, and everything that protects decency 
not so?” 

8. There is awareness that the quickest way to lose our liberty is 
to translate it into license. 

The public is becoming conscious that our liberties are being sniped 
at from many directions—some of them quite subtle. They look 
to the courts for redress against much of this, and are confused when 
they do not get it. The ‘feeling grows that there is too much law, 
and too little justice; that the courts are either unwilling or unable 
to cope with many of our problems, and that the time to c hange much 
of our legislation is long overdue; that, when the American people 
become sufficiently roused, these changes will be made—among them 
will be the demand that correct standards of decency and good taste 
be maintained and protected. 

9. The committee is in full agreement that the connection between 
the lewd and the obscene, the sadistic and the masochistic, blatantly 
disseminated by certain magazines, movies, records, and other media, 
has been established beyond a shadow of reasonable doubt, and that 
the evil effects of this smut barrage is more widespread than the gen- 
eral public has yet realized. 

We are most grateful that the opportunity to appear before this 
congressional committee has been afforded, and offer our services 
in any way that they might be asked by this committee. 

Mrs. Grananan. Would you not say that the activities of your 
committee have alerted the public? 

Mrs. Craic. Yes. I thought it might be interesting to your com- 
mittee to learn a little bit about that firsthand. In the last 3 years, 
we have made three hundred-some talks to groups who have asked 
us to come and talk about this problem. 

I took a moment to look at my calendar before I came here and I 
find that I have 27 requests to speak beginning September 10 and 
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going through about to the middle of November, so surely one can’t 
say that people are not interested. 

Possibly you would be interested to know that the evening of the 
day when the Supreme Court of Pénnsylvania handed down its de- 
cision my telephone at home was busy until 1 o’clock in the morning 
and we chalked up a rather carelessly kept record of something over 
100 calls at home and in the office by people who were disturbed 
or asking opinions on this. 

Possibly because my office is not an official office, we get a little 
different contact with the public. The public does not mind. They 
are not worried about what we will do with the use of their name, 
so they are quite free in telephone conversations to give it, but we no- 
tice they also very often say “Please don’t get me involved,” and that 
seems to be very general. But we have telephone calls in unbelievable 
numbers by concerned people. 

At the time when this very bad influx of picture advertising came 
along, we were interested in the fact that one of the biggest groups 
of doctors organized here called the office. We had a very large 
accountant firm call the office because they found that almost every 
one in the group was getting these unsolicited advertisements, and 
I think that I can say without belaboring the fact at all that the 
alertness and the information which is now being shown by the 
public perhaps will argue well for the success of your committee. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. Do you think that the approach to this, Mrs. 
Craig, should be of Federal concern ? 

Mrs. Craig. I would say so, very definitely. You perhaps know, 
Madam Chairman, there is afoot an effort to make a national commit- 
tee to combat this. That work has been going on for almost a year, 
the effort of organizing such a group. 

Mrs. GRaNAHAN. What do you find to be your main problem? 

Mrs. Craig. Money. That’s easy. We are fighting a multibillion 
dollar business run by people who are completely greedy and not at 
all interested in the debauching effect of their prcikatt: And, by the 
way, I would like to say here that that is one of the things the public 
is apparently worried about. They say, “Whom are these Ay pro- 
tecting?” Look at the kind of people they are protecting. Look at 
the entire industry, and what do you have? We certainly can’t fight 
this and do a good job on a shoestring, and that is exactly what we 
have been trying to do. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. You have done a wonderful job, Mrs. Craig, and 
I think everyone in Pennsylvania recognizes that. We all were very 
happy to hear from you. 

Mr. Cunnitncuam. I certainly appreciate the testimony of Mrs. 
Craig. Ithink actually she and the type of work she represents are the 
key to this whole thing, because we can have laws and they can be 
good; and we can have conscientious, hard-working enforcement of- 
ficers, but if the public does not become aroused we will not solve this 
problem. If we could have more groups like yours all over the coun- 
try—the courts are the weakest part of this link—TI think they could 
do a better job in this field than they have been doing in the past. 

Mrs. Cratc. We are fortunate in having in Philadelphia an enlight- 
ened and determined district attorney who has made it so much easier 
for the committee, because there has been this excellent give and take 
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and we have been benefited by them and I think in turn we have been 
able to turn something of value over to them. 

Mr. CunnincHam. I am sure you are pleased with that type of of- 
— but I am sure he would testify he needs your support in arous- 

ng the — to get his job done. 

as Wa.uHauser. I cones no questions, but I would like to urge 
you or stimulate you to assist in the formation of this national com- 
mittee, because that to me is one of the outstanding comments that 
has been made this morning. And I think it is wonderful if such a 
committee could be set up. 

Mrs. Cratc. There is going to be such a committee. I think there is 
very little question about that, and I believe the thinking at the 
present time is that I shall perhaps represent our community in such 
a group. But again the problem is money, and we are stymied by 
that. There is no question about the lack of it. 

Mr. Scorr. What is the correct and official name of your organiza- 
tion ? 

Mrs. Cratc. The Philadelphia Citizens Committee Against Ob- 
scenity. 

We talk about the positive, but we felt that this is exactly what we 
were and so we just let it stand that way. 

Mr. Scorr. That was organized about 4 years ago? 

Mrs. Craia. Yes; it began i in a small way about 4 years ago. 

Mr. Scorr. And you have served as chairman of the committee? 

Mrs. Crate. Yes; I have. 

Mr. Scorr. Without going into a lot of detail, I would be interested 
to know what started the movement. What incident, if any, inspired 
it? 

Mrs. Craic. About 4 years ago our police department noticed a 
great growth of this obscenity in ‘the magazines and on the stands, and 
so on, and they picked out a few and we took a look at them and we 
organized a woman’s committee at that time to see if we could not 
come to grips with this problem. 

Shortly thereafter a number of Philadelphians became very upset 
about it. The district attorney’s office then became very much in- 
volved and a Kensington group which did such a vocal and excellent 
job against a movie that was shown in tieir area, it became a very big 
thing, and the district attorney then felt we might as well use the 
small committee but enlarge it. At the present time there are 65 
members of this committee. I would say probably 50 are leaders of 
organizations. The others are people with very excellent contacts and 
fields of influence. 

Mr. Scorr. I want to compliment you and all those who have any- 
thing to do with the organization. 

Mrs. Grananan. Thank you, Mrs. Craig. 

There are several people here in the audience whom I would like 
to recognize. It is nice to have with us today Mrs. Miller, a mem- 
ber of the State legislature from Harrisburg; Colonel Green, regional 
director of the post office, and Mrs. Harris, who is here repre senting 
- magistrates. 

I know at this moment I speak for the entire subcommittee when I 
say the testimony we have received this morning will be most helpful 
to us as we endeavor to develop further legislation which will tighten 
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restrictions against obscene literature through the mails. We appreci- 
ate the cooperation of those who testified today. We will look for- 
ward to hearing from the others here at 10 a.m. on Monday. 

On Monday we will have 

Dr. Nicholas G. Piavse, chief psychiatrist, municipal court. 

Mr. James C. N. Paul, U Iniversity of Pennsylvania Law School. 

Mr. Harold K. Wood, US. attorney. 

Hon. Marshall L. Shepard, member of Philadelphia City Council. 

Mr. William Bentley Ball, professor of law, Villanova U niversity. 

Hon. Leon Sacks, chief of registration commission, representing 
Jewish War Veterans. 

Inspector Harry Fox, commanding officer, juvenile aid division. 

Mr. Joseph F. Doy le, president, Philadelphia Chapter, Knights of 
Columbus, 

Mrs. John O’Shea, community representative from Chestnut Hill. 

Dr. William Gray , pastor, Bright Hope are Church. 

Mr. Charles F. Gerhard, ‘director, public relations, National Coun- 
cil for Federation of American Citizens of German Descent, U.S.A. 

Mr. Henry W. Messaros, newspaper reporter. 

Martin Fountain, Esq., county commander, Philadelphia American 
Legion. 

Peter Galante, national judge advocate, Catholic War Veterans. 

Miss Virginia Howitt, consultant, family division, Health and 
Welfare Council of the city of Philadelphia. 

So we have a w reel ae of witnesses for Monday and I hope 
you will all come back and hear them. The meeting is recessed until 
10 am. Monday. (Whereupon, at 1 p.m., the subcommittee recessed, 
to reconvene at 10 a.m., Monday, July 13, 1959.) 





OBSCENE MATTER SENT THROUGH THE MAIL 


MONDAY, JULY 13, 1959 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON PostraL OPERATIONS, 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON Post OFFice AND Civit SERVICE, 


Philadelphia, Pa. 


The subcommittee met at 10:15 a.m., pursuant to recess in courtroom 
No. 6, U.S. Courthouse, Ninth and Market Streets, Hon. Kathryn E. 
Granahan (chairman of the subcommittee) presiding. 

Mrs. GranaHAN. The subcommittee will please come to order. 

This is a continuation of the hearings begun here in Philadelphia 
last Friday. At that time the Honorable Michael A. Musmanno, su- 
preme court justice, State of Pennsylvania; the Honorable Victor H. 
Blane, district attorney ; Mr. Thomas McDermott, chief, county detec- 
ge Mrs. Juanita K: Stout, chief, appeals, pardons and paroles; Dr. 

. Preston Sharp, executive ‘director, Youth Study Center; and Mrs. 
Ww alter A. Craig, chairman, Philadelphia Citizens’ Committee 
Against Obscenity, testified regarding obscene material sent through 
the mail and matters related generally to obscene and pornographic 
materials. 

As I pointed out at our hearing last Friday, there is a pressing 
need for decent citizens everywhere to unite in a crusade against the 
dealers of smut and filth whose activities weaken the moral life of 
this Nation. 

The testimony we received last Friday will be most helpful to our 
subcommittee in its study of this problem and the development of 
further legislation which will tighten restrictions against obscene 
materials sent through the mails and otherwise distributed. I know 
that the testimony we will receive today will be equally helpful to 
our subcommittee. 

Our first witness this morning will be Dr. Nicholas G. Frignito, 
chief psychiatrist of the municipal court. 


STATEMENT OF DR. NICHOLAS G. FRIGNITO, CHIEF PSYCHIATRIST, 
MUNICIPAL COURT, PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


Dr. Frienrro. Madam Chairman and distinguished members of the 
committee. The Honorable President Judge Adrian Bonnelly di- 
rected me to give his compliments and w ishes you success in your en- 
deavor. He expresses his appreciation and thanks for this opportu- 
nity afforded the Philadelphia municipal court to assist in any way 
possible the efforts of this committee. Much of what is offered here 
today represents factual knowledge of the court’s experience with the 
effects brought upon our community by pornography. 
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The publication, distribution, and sale of pornographic literature is 
a tragedy in our time. The dissemination of lewd and obscene books 
is a threat to public morality and decency and a threat to the mental 
health of our society. This menace is so widespread it has assumed the 
aspect of an epidemic. In terms of medical and psychiatric thinking 
it can be defined as a pernicious, psychosocial disease. 

Communities, large and small, are being contaminated by this 
plague. All cultural levels are affected. The delinquent, the non- 
delinquent, the middle class, the upper class, the youth, and the adult 
is victimized. The persistence with which the purveyors of obscenity 
assail the public 1 is indicative of their flagrant disregard of common 
decency. Pornography is a scourge of our society. 

The ‘Philadelphia municipal court affords an unusual opportunity 
to study and evaluate the devastating effects of pornography. The 
judges, the physicians, psychiatrists, social workers, and the pro- 
bation officers of the court encountering such large numbers of chil- 
dren and adults, elicit considerable data relative to this sponge. 
Extreme caution is always exercised in drawing conclusions. Never 
theless, it is horrifying to find the high inc idence of sexual misconduct 
and perversity that is present among our people. It is pitiful that 
so many of our youth are involved. More than 50 percent of our 
delinquent population have problems with illicit sex practices, even 
though the charge for which they come before the court is not pri- 
marily listed as sexual. I would like to make the comment that 50 
percent refers to our children and adults that come to the attention 
of the court rather than the general population. Many are involved 
with perverse sexual offenses, even though the charge for which they 
come before the court is not primarily listed as sexual. 

Pornography is the most vicious means by which our people are 
victimized into habits of immorality. It is sickening to find how 
much time is being taken from our youth by their preoccupation with 
talk and practices of sexual indecency. We are all familiar with the 
frequency of smutty talk that is exe hanged among the young genera- 
tion in our schools and public places, Although there has not been 
an unusual increase in heinous crimes of a sexual nature, the records 
of the court reveal a consistently increasing percentage of sexual 
offenses and sexual misconduct. Moral depravity is on the increase. 
This increase is directly linked to pornography. 

Court studies reveal approximately 50 percent of all youths actually 
purchase or have access to salacious pictures or literature. The pur- 
chase of obscene magazines by the delinquent is now preferred to the 
purchase of ordinary comic books. If a purchase is not made by 
the youth, he is exposed to the filth openly displayed on newsst ands, 
in bookstores, and other public places. It is not unusual to observe 
adolescents perusing lewd books and magazines at the bookracks. 
The more vicious delinquent adolescent or the psychopathic type sub- 
scribes regularly to filth magazines. 

It is not difficult to imagine what goes on in the minds of youth 
when they look at such pictures. The most vile depict sadism, mas- 
ochism, and other sexually perverted practices. Many feature articles 
descriptive to the minutest detail of degenerate sexual behavior, homo- 
sexuality, rape, bestiality, and other paraphilias. 

Antisocial, delinquent, and criminal activity frequently results from 
sexual stimulation by pornography. This abnormal sexual stimula- 
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tion creates such a demand for expression that gratification by vicar- 
ious means follows. Girls run away from their homes and beeome 
entangled in prostitution. Boys and young men who have difficulty 
resisting the undue sexual stimulation become sexually aggressive and 
generally incorrigible. The more vicious delinquent or psyc hopathic 
type may become an exhibitionist, a rapist, a sadist, a fetishist. He 
may commit such antisocial acts as arson, pyromania, kleptomania 
which are often symbolic sexual acts. 

The Philadelphia municipal court has case histories in which sexual 
arousal from smutty books lead to criminal behavior from vicious 
assault to homicide. Some of these children did not transgress sex- 
ually until they read suggestive stories and viewed lewd pictures in 
licentious magazines. In several instances these children were very 
young, varying in age from 9 to 14 years. The filthy ideas impl: anted 
in their immature minds impelled them to crime. 

Sexual stimulation by printed material does not always lead to 
crime but it is always an inducement to impurity and in the more 
suggestible individu: al leads to aberrant forms of sexual misconduct, 
incest, voyeurism, and narcissism. 

Our prisons, correctional institutions, and mental hospitals are 
jammed with many of the unfortunates who were prey to pornogra- 
phy. Many may never recover their mental or physical health. Oth- 
ers may never have their freedom. 

Pornography is an instrument for delinquency, it is an insidious 
threat to moral, mental, and physical health. It debases the true 
meaning and function of sex, it leads to excessive eroticism, morbid 
preoccupation with sex and it incites to immoral and antisocial 
activity. 

The purveyor of pornography is an immoral, corrupt, degenerate 
individual who completely disregards the harm he causes to public 
morality and decency. He is an antisocial, psychopathic criminal. 
The viciousness of his trade can be equaled a a pestilence. 

Our legislature must confront this problem realistically. It is 
inconsistent to fight prostitution and then to disregard the eradica- 
tion of pornography. There can be no compromise with indecency and 
immorality. 

I thank this committee for the privilege of presenting the expe- 
rience of the Philadelphia municipal court in this very distressing 
social problem. The information this committee is bringing forth 
will enlighten the community to take action against this menace. 

Thank you. 

Mrs. GrANAHAN. Thank you, Doctor. 

Doctor, I would like to ask you a few questions. Do you find that 
adults can be affected by this material as well as juveniles? 

Dr. Frientro. In many instances much more so than juveniles 
because adults may have access to—women at least become more aggres- 
sive and in fact in our experience the adult is the individual that I 
will say annoys or perverts children. We have a great problem with 
that, especially our immature adult who reads this sort of thing and 
will take advantage of immature children in the community, both 
boys and girls. 

Mrs. Grananan. Do you think girls are subject to influence by this 
material as much as boys? 
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Dr. Frienrro. In the girls, the younger girls are, the adolescent 
girls. We don’t see this in the older mature woman or even in the 
older immature woman. We do see it in our adolescent girls. 

In the municipal court’s experience, illegitimate births and veneral 
disease are highest among the girls between the ages of 13 and 19 and 
also the illegitimate births are high in that group. Many of these 
girls are led into prostitution or wayward lives because they have to 
run away from home when they get involved. In our experience they 
are more involved than the boys i in runaways because of sexual mis- 
conduct. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. Do you believe that the so-called nudist-type mag- 
azines are a menace to the community ? 

Dr. Frienrro. They certainly are very much much so. In our ex- 
perience in court the nudist magazines are the most frequently pur- 
chased at the adolescent level. 

Mrs. GraANAHAN. Do you think that Sunshine and Health, which 
they say is perfectly all right to have on the new sstands, is 

Dr. Frienrro. It is not perfectly all right. It is indecent and im- 
moral and more than suggestive. It is explicit in its carnal stimula- 
tion. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. Mr. Scott, have you any questions ? 

Mr. Scorr. Madam Chairm: un, in the course of these hearings, 
frequent reference is made to juvenile and adolescent. Just for my 
own information, I would like to know if there is a technical distine- 
tion and; if so, what in what we refer to is juvenile and what is adoles- 
cent ar’ what ages would be covered by the two classifications ? 

Dr. Frientro. Our younger boys between the ages of 8 and 12, the 
adolescent is between 13 and 17, and the young adult 18 to 21 years, 
approximately. 

In this study the sexual misconduct that takes place through the 
influence of these pornographic magazines usually affects the youths 
between 13 and 19. The highest incidence is in that e: utegory. That 
is the group of boys that are able to get these magazines and then 
exchange them among each other. The younger child, those 9 or 10 or 
11, may hear the stories or may surreptitiously pick up these 
magazines. 

Only recently we had a homicide in Philadelphia, a boy of imma- 
ture years, approximately 11 years of age, who had access to this and 
lived in a rather morbid environment and committed a homicide, a 
sexual homicide. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. Mr. Oliver, have you any questions? 

Mr. Oxtver. Madam Chairman, I would like to, as I have done in 
several instances on Friday, congratulate this witness for the very 
strong statement which he has made which I know comes from prac- 
tical experience so far as enforcement and diagnosis and so forth are 
concerned and any ordinances or laws so far as Philadelphia, Pa., are 
concerned in trying to suppress the dissemination of this porno- 
graphic information or material. 

Doctor, I highly commend you for the statement you have made, 
the very strong , statement which you have made. 

I was wondering in this connection, I notice in one of your state- 
ments you have referred to the purveyor of pornography as being an 
antisocial and psychopathic type of criminal. Would you care to ex- 
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press an opinion as to where this purveyor of pornography, for ex- 
ample, would fit insofar as other types of crime are concerned or 
other types of criminals are concerned? I mean, do you consider him 
to be more of a menace perhaps than somebody who attempts murder 
or something of that sort or armed robbery? Does he come in the 
classification in your mind of being in a very critical classification of 
criminality ? 

Dr. Frienrro. To my mind he is more vicious than a murderer 
who—say a man commits a murder, at least he just commits one mur- 
der, maybe commits two. But he finally is incarcerated and taken out 
of circulation. We do not get contaminated by a murderer, but the 
general public, great numbers of people, are contamin: ted by the 
pornographer or the purveyor of pornography, because he is an 
amoral individual who has no sense of social responsibility or decency. 
He is not mentally sick. He does this for gain. 

Mr. Outver. So I gather from what you say, then, if you were a 
member of this congressional committee, for example, any legislation 
that you might be considering to check this menace—this scourge, 
as you call it—in your consideration of this legislation or proposed 
legislation you would not have too much sympathy or too much con- 
sideration so far as the so-called liberties or rights, we will say, of this 
particular type of criminal are concerned ¢ 

Dr. Frienrro. I would not. This is the most v : ious type of crimi- 
nal, to my mind. After being in the court for 13 years and seeing 
the havoc this type of person causes, he is the most vicious criminal 
in my mind because he involves many, many children and adults. 
If there is a rotten apple in the barrel, you throw that apple away. 
I would not be concerned about his individual rights. 

Mr. Outver. Would classify him as a similar type as the peddler of 
narcotics, for example ? 

Dr. Frientro. I would put it this way: I have met peddlers of 
narcotics who would not handle this sort of thing. He is even more 
vicious than that because even the narcotics man may only handle a 
p particular group of children or adults for a drug, although there has 
een to my experience where these men will also come into ) this field of 
handling narcotics, anything, for money. I cannot speak too much 
from experience because I have not seen too many with the combina- 
tion, but I can speak about the individual types. They are both very 
criminal types, and I do not feel personally that they should be han- 
dled any differently because truly they affect multitudes of people. 

Mr. Ortver. Thank you very much, Doctor. 

I have one more question. J notice in your testimony that it is your 
conclusion that many of the psye hopathic cases that have developed 
in your experience and perhaps are not in institutions perhaps have 
started because of something that they may have done as a result of 
reading this illicit material ? 

Dr. Frientro. Yes, sir. By that I mean not only children who 
are sexually perverted, such as homosexuals or sexually aggressive 
children but those who are sexually disturbed within themselves. For 
instance, masturbation is a most frequent disorder among our adoles- 
cents as a result of these pornographic magazines. The child will not 
go out and assault a woman or a girl, but he will become self-erotic, 
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so that his masturbation leads to immoral disturbances and in many 
vases mental illness. 

I think most psychiatrists will agree that psychophrenic boys and 
girls have basically a psychosexual problem. With a delinquent boy 
the frequent use of dirty language is an inducement to commit in- 
decent behavior. And, as I say in the court, even though we have 
many, many children come to the court for other ¢ harges such as tru- 
ancy, incorrigibility, stealing, lying, disobedience, runaw: ay, when 
you analyze the ¢ case, you get ‘the psychiatrist’s analysis of the case, 
you get to the basic fact, in most cases, at least 50 percent of the cases 
it is a sexual problem that induces the child to become incorrigible, 
It is only vicious because these children are neglected or at least not 
proper ly supervised. They get access to these magazines and then it 
Is a vicious circle, and they naturally gravitate to ‘the thing they can 
do easily with themselves and then with others. 

Mr. Ontver. Just one further short question, Madam Chairman. 
This is a very strong statement that you made, Doctor. Is it your 
feeling that many others of your profession back you up in this type 
of strong statement? Do you feel this is a matter that other members 
of your profession go along with you insofar as your conclusions are 
concerned ¢ 

Dr. Frignrro. Yes, sir; I believe they would because most psychia- 
trists talk about, write about, and agree that many of our emotionally 
disturbed people are psychosexually disturbed. Then with this added 
factor of pornography, it makes it much worse. Yes, sir; I believe 
they would agree with my statement. 

Mr. Oxtver. Thank you very much. That is all I have. 

Mr. Scorr. Madam Chairman. 

Mrs. Grananan. Mr. Scott. 

Mr. Scorr. Doctor, based upon your professional observations, do 
you feel that most dealers in obscenity and pornography are them- 
selves perverted sexually ? 

Dr. Frienrro. I am not able to answer that completely, except to 
say this: In my experience with some dealers that I know personally, 
no, they are not, say, sexually lascivious. Some may be. I know 
that some, I would say in my ethics, are perhaps promiscuous. But 
to cl: assify them in the same category as the pornographer or purveyor 
in the sense of publishing it, I could not answer that definitely. But 
I feel this, that any man with his moral code who presents himself to 
be a good Christian or a good Jew and yet puts these things on sale 
cert: ainly i is not a moral person. 

Mr. Scorr. Have you made any study of nudism, the practice of 
nudism ? 

Dr. Frienrro. Not a complete study, but I have had opportunities 

to observe it, and I have had opportunities to discuss it; yes, sir. 

Mr. Scorr. Do you have any opinion as to whether or not that is a 
form of perversion or might be prompted 

Dr. Frienrro. Yes, sir; it is a form of perversion we call exhibi- 
tionism. Many of these individuals are sexually impotent and only 
get sexual pleasure by being viewed and by walking around nude. 
Many of them may never have had a heterosexual life. That seems 
strange because the men may be impotent or the females may be 
psychologically impotent or at least fearful of sexual relations. 
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Therefore they get sexual gratification by displaying their nude 
bodies. That isa perversion of the sexual instinct. 

Mr. Ottver. Will the gentleman yield there ? 

Doctor, in further questioning of that particular phase of the sub- 
ject which Congressman Scott has just mentioned with regard to 
nudism, would you care to express yourself as to whether any repres- 
sion of this so-called thought or practice of — should not be made 
because this may be the expression of an ides 

Dr. Frienrro. I do not agree with that. a think it should be sup- 
pressed regardless of the idea they have. We do not permit a homo- 
cidal maniac, say, the psychomasochistic killer who gets sexual pleas- 
ure from injuring someone the right to express his feelings or his idea; 
if so, we would ‘have chaos. The same with the kleptomaniac who 
perhaps doesn’t need the article they steal but gets sexual pleasure. 
Should we permit that? No. I think it is wrong. It is against the 
law and against the moral law. 

Mr. Oxtver. In other words, it would not be inhibiting the constitu- 
tional rights of those who practiced nudism ? 

Dr. Fricgnrro. Absolutely not. 

Mr. Oxtver. That is all. 

Mr. Scorr. Nudism is becoming a cult, you might say. Do you 
feel that published magazines suc +h as you see on the board over there 
are not the kind of literature that should be sold on the newsstands? 

Dr. Frienrro. Absolutely not. 

Mr. Scorr. Though it may purport to be published by this cult? 

Dr. Frientro. The reason they publish it is to increase their funds 
and to get candidates to lead the immoral lives that they lead. 

Mr. Scorr. I see. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. Doctor, would you care to comment on a case we 
had in Philadelphia recently ? Here is a model young man, a good 
student from a good family, good neighborhood. Of course, he is 
judged delinquent. Can you tie up this obscene, lewd material on the 
newsstand to this case 

Dr. Frieniro. Yes, ma’am, I can. Yes; I can answer that ques- 
tion. In that particular case the material is on record at the munici- 
pal court. In this particular case the boy was involved with exces- 
sive eroticism from the age of 7 when he had access to pornographic 
material, not only lewd pictures, but the fact that he had salacious 
stories. Actually this young man related an instance in the book 
he read where the man or adult assaulted this female and reenacted 
the same crime, realistically. This was elicited not by probing but 
by the boy himself volunteering this proms when he was asked, 
“Why did you do this?” He said, read a book. I read a book,” 
and he quoted the passage almost ao for word. He kept this book 
in his room and reread and reread this passage and that was the inci- 
dent that led to this heinous crime. 

In fact, also from the age of 7 until the commission of the crime 
this boy, though he was of superior intelligence, was only an average 
student. He was a leader and yet did not ’ feel competent. because he 
was so preoccupied with sex. He presistently drew indecent pictures. 
So on the surface this young man appeared perfectly normal. . There 

can be no criticism of the parents because they were not fully aware 
of what was going on in this boy’s mind. 
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He was a model boy. Actually he was a well-conformed boy. He 
was well controlled by his religious principles and ethics, but still this 
thing kept eating inside him until it burst forth into the homicide. 

In that case we have absolute proof, not only from the boy’s state- 
ments but from the parents who remembered and who retained some of 
the indecent drawings and pictures and salacious material. That 
material is actually on file in the court. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. Doctor, do you think sometimes maybe the parents 
are prone to be a little embarrassed to discuss these problems with their 
children and that might have something to do with it ? 

Dr. Frienrro. Yes, indeed. Ina majority of instances our parents 
are immature in the way they handle the sexual problem in their 
children. In this particular case it was so to a certain extent. | 
believe in this case the parents misinterpreted the intensity of the sexual] 
problem because superficially the young man was very well adjusted, 
conformed in the community, was fairly well liked, and had no diffi- 
culty in suppressing outwardly his sexual impulses. But generally 
speaking, yes, parents are unable to verbalize sexual problems with 
their children. 

I feel that if the parents cannot do it the priest or the family doctor 
ought to be educated and disseminate that knowledge to our young 
people. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. Would a boy like that become introverted then, 
Doctor ? 

Dr. Frienrro. This boy was introverted as a result of his sexual 
problem. 

Mrs. GraNAHAN. Thank you very much, Doctor. 

Mr. Watunauser. Madam Chairman. 

Mrs. GRaANAHAN. Mr. Wallhauser. 

Mr. WattHauserR. Once youth has been debased is the treatment 
very difficult and, generally speaking, are good results hard to obtain / 

Dr. Frienrro. I would say generally speaking if the child has aver- 
age or normal intelligence and a good, a fairly stable home, results are 
ood. It takes a long time. It may take 2, 3, or 4 years. In very 
young children, that is between 6 and 10, it takes on the average about 
a year or two to break up impure habits and other sexual proclivities. 
In the adolescent it takes 8 to 5 years on the average to say this boy is 
cured. With an adult it takes many more years, 10 years, 8 to 10 
years, I would say, is a minimum to cure them of their sexual problems. 
However, if the child or adult is of what we call, the old term being a 
constitutional sexual psychopathic inferior, then the cure is practically 
impossible. If that young man or young ‘adult is constitutionally so 
to speak determined there is not very much youcando. He may have 
to remain in prison a long time. 

Mr. Watinavuser. So obviously the best cure is prevention such as 
we are attempting to set up ? 

Dr. Frientro. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Watiaavser. The best cure is prevention. 

Dr. Frienrro. Absolutely, sir. The way we prevent typhoid, small- 
pox, and malaria, that is the way we should prevent these problems. 

Mr. Watinavser. I want to thank you for a very clear and respon- 
sive statement all the way through, Doctor. 
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Mrs. Granawan. Doctor, I have one more question. Do you think 
there are increasingly more young people in mental institutions due to 
this lewd material, which is stimulating, being on the newsstands, and 
so forth ? 

Dr. Frienrro. Absolutely, approximately 50 percent of our insti- 
tutions confine young adolescent schizophrenic children and adults. 
As I say more than 50 percent of those have psychosexual problems of 
this type. That is immoral behavior, indecent behavior, and they 

cannot compromise this sexual behavior with their morality or with 
their religion or with their ethics and it leads to emotional disturb- 
ances and difficulties. 

Mrs. GraNAHAN. Thank you, Doctor. 

I want to commend you on a wonderful statement. I think we will 
find a great deal of material in your statement which will help us to 
dev elop appropriate legislation that we can get through Congress. 

Dr. Frrenrro. ‘Thank you. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. Thank you very much. 

Our next witness this morning is Dr. James C. N. Paul, the Univer- 
sity of Pennsylvania Law School. 


STATEMENT OF JAMES C. N. PAUL, LAW SCHOOL, UNIVERSITY 
OF PENNSYLVANIA, PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


Mr. James. Madam Chairman, members of the committee, thank 
you for your invitation to appear here this morning. I hope that I 
can be of some help. My name is James Paul, and I am a professor of 
law at Pennsylvania. 

My statement here today is concerned not with the problem of 
obscenity in general but with the problem which is before this com- 
mittee: What kind of Federal law and law enforcement, if any, do 
we need to control distribution of obscene matter through the channels 
of the U.S. mails? The focus of my statement is on civil, that is to 
say, noncriminal, restraints exercised by the Post Office Department. 

The views that I express here are based on a study which I made 
over the course of several years ago in collaboration with Prof. Murray 
L. Schwartz of the Law School at UCLA, a former deputy city solici- 
tor of Philadelphia and also with the able assistance of several other 
lawyers, including Alan M. Spector of the Philadelphia bar. 

Our research on this study included studies of postal operators in 
Washington and in a number of other cities in the country. 

Murray Schwartz and I have previously published a report of our 
study Which is in volume 106 of the University of Pennsylvania Law 
Review, and I have furnished copies for this committee, if you care to 
review it. 

My remarks today are in a large sense a restatement and an updating 
of that report, the report being based on the situation as it existed and 
as we evaluated it in 1957. 

Since then several significant changes have taken place in postal 
antiobscenity enforcement. 

I wish to emphasize that this is my personal statement and not that 
of Professor Schwartz, although I think he concurs in it. 

My remarks deal first with some general observations and then 
with several particular propositions. “] just want to emphasize one 


43571—59—pt. 2——4 











182 OBSCENE MATTER 


more thing and that is this: That hours of reflection on the problem 
which really concerns you today have convinced me of only one thing, 
gentlemen, that there are no panaceas to resolve the difficulties which 
have aroused this committee’s concern. 

My first proposition is that postal controls over the distribution of 
obscene materials necessarily call for the exercise of censorship pow- 
ers, and censorship of human expression by any Government agency 
or official is dangerous. 

Existing laws today give the Postmaster General, or his duly des- 
ignated subordinates, the power to confiscate books or magazines or 
movies and pictures whenever they conclude that these works are 
obscene. Existing laws also give these officials the power to cut off 
incoming mail addressed to any person who uses the mails to sell a 
work which is claimed to be obscene. 

These are censorship powers. In theory these powers give a few 
officials, by virtue of their public position, extraordinary power over 
the exercise of our right, as citizens, to publish, circulate, and read. 
In the name of the Federal Government. these officials can put a 
stamp of official disapproval on books which they condemn, and when 
this is done the public is told, in effect, that this book is not fit for any 
of you to read; whether or not that Federal decision is actually 
enforced, the psychological effect of this censorship may be bad for 
people who claim to be free and self-reliant and capable of finding 
their own salvation. If one believes that a full enjoyment of the 
freedom to read, write, and publish is the essence of a dynamic 
free society, then he must be concerned with postal censorship pow- 
ers and concerned about the necessity for such laws and the extent 
of the power bestowed and the limits of its exercise. 

My second point, gentlemen, is that history, and even recent his- 
tory, of postal censorship demonstrates that these dangers which I 
have mentioned are real. 

During this century, the 20th century, before the courts narrowed 
the test for judging obsceneness, the Post Office has ruled that classics 
by Ovid, Aristophones, Rabelais, Boccaccio, Voltaire, Benjamin 
Franklin, Anatole France, Havelock Ellis, and Sigmund Freud are 
unfit for the American public and should not be carried through the 
mails. During a period from 1940 up to within the last year or so 
postal censors banned these books among others: “From Here to 
Eternity”; “The Woman of Rome”; “For Whom the Bell Tolls”; 
“Strange Fruit”; “Appointment in Samarra”; “Diana”; “Memoirs 
of Casanova”; “Tobacco Road”; “God’s Little Acre”; “The Third 
Sex”; and “Mademoiselle Fifi,’ and many other well-known items. 
Each of these titles was involved in a case referred by some postal 
employee in the field to Washington, and in each a postal lawyer 
read the book and concluded that it was “obscene” and therefore unfit 
for circulation via the mails to any American to read. 

I do not say these are all works of great literature, and I say that 
that kind of speculation is utterly beside the point. The fact is that 
these books—and there are a number of others which were once banned 
in the recent past and they sell openly today—and no sane prosecutor 
would think of jailing a bookseller distributing them, and to para- 
phrase Justice Musmanno’s remark to this committee on Friday, 
Alexander Hamilton or Thomas Jefferson, any other Founding Father 
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he would name, would twirl in his grave at the thought of our Gov- 
ernment exercising a power to tell the people, “You shall not read 
such books as these.” 

Recently, due, I think, to court decisions curbing discretion and 
the public reaction against these kinds of decisions I mentioned and 
most important a change of procedures and personnel within the Post 
Office Department, decisions of the kind I have mentioned are a 
thing of the past. Let me add parenthetically here that I have the 
greatest respect for all postal and customs personnel with whom I 
have ever talked at any length in the course of our interviews and 
studies in this problem. T hese gentlemen do a thankless job, and they 
do it conscientiously, and they do not deserve the arrogant criti- 
cism sometimes heaped upon them by some of their opponents. 

But I do emphasize, gentlemen, that the dangers of censorship 
will always exist so long as human beings are given broad powers 
and wide discretion to say what others shall not read. To a certain 
extent these dangers are unavoidable in our antiobscenity laws. Even 
today the Post Office finds itself in litigation as a result of banning 
a book which sells openly in the oldest and most respectable stores 
in Philadelphia, a book which whether you or I personally approve of 
it is the best seller today, and it is a book which is praised by persons 
of the highest moral rectitude. 

My third point is a these dangers, that I have dwelt upon at 
some length because I do say to weigh the testimony or balance it it 
is important to do that, despite these dangers, limited postal censor- 
ship powers to deal with the distribution of obscene material would 
seem necessary today to protect against serious harms. 

The Supreme Court has rec ently and conclusively ruled that Con- 
gress has the power under the Constitution to provide—to make laws 
for the punishment of people who send obscene creations through 
the mail. I think in all probability that a majority of the Court 
would extend this ruling to sustain the exercise of civil censorship 
powers which I have described, provided that fair proc edures and 
narrow criteria, the so-called tests spelled out by the Court, are used 
to make the determination that the work is obscene and should be 
banned. 

There remains, of course, a question which it is for Congress to 
answer whether it is wise for a free society to have laws calling for the 
exercise of these censorship powers. I personally believe, as I said, 
that it would be dangerous to abolish all postal authority to curb 
dissemination of obscene publications because I believe that our coun- 
try is faced with the unpleasant fact which has been dwelt upon here 
that inexpensive magazines and booklets and sets of photos contain- 
ing suggestive pictures of nude females, erotic stories, accounts of 
crime which emphasize sex, sadism, and so on, materials patently put 
out to appeal to people of libidinous impulses, these materials are 
being widely disseminated in increasing volume today and the mails 
are a major method of distribution. U ™mfortun: ately, but’ presumably 
because of the very nature of this problem, social scientists, psychol- 
ogists, and psychiatrists have floundered in a wordy disagreement 
about both the immediate and the long-term effect. of w idespre: ad dis- 
tribution of this material upon our culture or upon the incidence of 
crime. 
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Madam Chairman, parenthetically, I make that statement with 
due deference to the very distinguished witness who preceded me 
and with humility. 


But I make it on the basis of what I have read about what other 


experts have written on this subject. I recognize that many respec tec 
law enforcement officers have insisted on the basis of their persona! 
experience that the reading of this material, and sometimes often, 1 
think, material even more innocuous, is a substantial factor in the 
ause of crime. I respect those statements, too; but contrariwise, gen 
tlemen—and I believe it is important to call it to the attention of the 
committee—contrariwise, many other independent investigators in- 
sist that no substantial casual relationship exists and, of course, as 
you well know, there are earnest, noisy ais who are found on both 
sides of this argument. I say that their claims, however well moti- 

rated, can be too indiscriminate to carry a Meaning precise enough: 
for you gentlemen to pass legislation upon. 

For myself as a layman ‘who has simply studied these confusing, 
conflicting claims, I conclude personally it is unwise to be dogmatic. 
I doubt if we will know for a long time precisely what dangers are 
caused among what people by exposure to sexual expression which 
we characterize as bad. But I do believe the risks of abolishing lega! 
controls over distribution of obscene materials, including postal civil 
powers, are great and that we should not, and realistic “ally of course 
we will not, permit unscrupulous, unmoral, uninhibited persons to 
send any kind of erotic or disgusting expression they choose to an) 
American they select. We cannot permit unscrupulous businessmen 
to explicit obsceneness to any limit to sell it recklessly, to any buyer 
simply to make money. 

If this activity is to be curbed, then we must have postal controls 
because State and local authorities, realistically, cannot in many cir- 
cumstances deal with the mail-order purveying ‘of obscene materials. 
although they can deal, gentlemen, with many ‘of the problems which 
have been brought before your committee. But ide: illy the Federal 
laws which we have should be limited to a criminal statute which 
simply prohibits the use of the mails for dissemination of obscene 
materials, 

History and experience in this field shows that criminal enforce- 
ment operates more selectively, more restrictively, than censorship 
which is exercised by an official who, after all, has no accountability 
to a jury and far less to the courts when he makes a decision to ban 
a book or a magazine. But I also believe that criminal prosecutions 
are the only effective longrun deterrent against serious violations of 
the antiobscenity laws. But, regrettably, the continuing revelations 
that have been brought before this committee mean that censorship 
powers should be exercised. 

So, assuming, then, that our laws must provide for civil restraints to 
provide realistic controls on dissemination, there remains the urgent 
need to limit this censorship to the imposition of curbs on only the 
more patent demonstrable dangers produced by mail-order dissem- 
ination. I believe, in all humility, gentlemen, that Congress must 
recognize this responsibility, too, and all that it entails whenever 
sweeping demands are pressed upon you by elements of the public that 
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some panacea type law be devised to just wipe all this stuff out of our 
existence today. 

The serious problem we face today’ is mail-order purveying of de- 
signedly erotic materials and civil enforcement of the postal laws— 
that is, censorship should be limited to restraining people who engage 

in this conduct; limit it to that. I am referring here to the vendors 
of pictures, movies, or books who solicit mail orders for these ma- 
terials by direct mail or by advertisements in cheap magazines seeking 
mail orders. In an overwhelming majority of these cases these pur- 
veyors are simply out to make money, by pandering their wares, by 
contrived, commercial exploitation of the obsceness or purported ob- 
sceness of the materials they sell. 

It is this conduct, this kind of commercial pandering and exploition, 
which should be the target for legislation in which you are interested, 

a Federal postal antiobse enity enforcement. Other problems can and 

should, I believe, be met at the local level. By avoiding like the 
plague attempts to curb dissemination of controversial books or 
magazines which, whether good or bad, are sold openly through regu- 
lar established channels of "distribution, without open, reckless, com- 
mercial exploitation of their obsceneness by mail or mail-order adver- 
tisements—by doing this, the Post Office will suffer less chance of 
embarrassment, fewer court reversals and other reactions which in the 
long run only play into the hands of the very persons whom the law 
should control. I venture to suggest, for example, that if the Post 
Office loses its “Lady Chatterley” case one unfortunate result will be 
to encourage the mail-order purveyors to greater audacity. And if 
the ease should be won by the Government in the courts I venture to 
predict, gentlemen, that the victory will be hollow, because nothing of 
value will have been done to strike at the real problem of mail dis- 
semination which we face today and those who sincerely oppose all 
censorship for fear of its abuse will redouble their efforts to cripple 
these laws 

So I believe that the standards and procedures for judging viola- 
tions of the postal laws should be devised with the problem of mail- 
order purveyors in mind and these standards and procedures should be 

tailored to that precise need and framed to guard against censorship 
abuses. 

More particularly I believe that the following standards and pro- 
cedures should be embodied among others: 

I believe first that the legal test laid down by the Supreme Court 
for determining obsceneness should be retained in our law. This test 
was promulgated by the American Law Institute after careful study 
including a very brilliant report, I might add parenthetically, by my 
law se -hool colleague, Prof. Louis B. Schwartz, the draftsman of these 
provisions of the model penal code. This model code has already 
heen embodied in many State statutes as well as many State court 
decisions in this country today, and as a constitutional matter I do 
not believe there is much room for expanding upon it, for making it 
broader. Realistically, I think this definition is entirely adequate to 
deal with the problem of mail-order purveyors. 

My second point is that I think the substantive standard for judg- 
ing whether a disseminator has violated the postal law should also take 
account of that disseminator’s conduct. It is the activity of using the 
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mails for the business of commercial exploitation of obsceneness. It is 
this which should be the target of postal civil sanctions. If this kind 
of conduct is made a requisite element of any case to establish a vio- 
lation of the postal laws, then I say that the danger of abusing these 
laws to ban books and magazines which the Gov ernment has no busi- 
ness banning, this danger will be v astly decreased. 

This idea that I put forward, this standard, is spelled out in more 
detail in the report which I leave with the committee. There is noth- 
ing novel in this proposal at all. It has a basis in court decisions. It 
has a basis in existing postal practices, particularly very recent postal 
practice. Adherence to this standard does not necessarily require 
any new legislation; indeed, at this juncture, it seem to me that the 
standard could be better worked out on a case by case basis by the 
Department and the courts, and it seems to me, for reasons more fully 
spelled out in our report that this is in fact the trend of law enforce- 
ment today. 

My next point is that the procedures for adjudging violations of the 
civil antiobscenity laws, that is to say postal procedure for invoking 
censorship, these procedures should follow the Administrative Pro- 
cedure Act. Nomaterial should be banned from the mail without first 
affording a fair hearing before an unbiased postal official to the 
alleged violator. No matter how bad the offense, the individual should 
be accorded the same legal rights that we accord anybody else, which 
is true in law enforcement generally anyway. Adherence to these 
traditional legal standards is a basic guarantee against unreasonable 
censorship, too. 

Recently the Post Office Department by its own administrative 
action has changed its practice to bring about adherence to these 
procedures in all postal proceedings. So I do not think here again 
legislation is necessary except I would recommend passage of H.R. 
7506 which is Mr. Poff’s bill, and I believe he has testified to this 
committee, the bill to confirm the establishment of a departmental 
judicial officer, that is an independent officer who will act as a neutral 
judge to decide alleged violations of the postal laws. I understand 
that this bill has administration support, and I believe it should be 
enacted. 

I would recommend, too, finally, that this committee give serious 
study to the question of whether there are not ways to promote fur- 
ther cooperation between officials charged with civil enforcement of 
the postal laws and officials charged ‘with criminal enforce ment, a 
Federal liaison, a closer cooperation between the Justice and Post 
Office Departments. I believe in all humility that a study might 
show that there are a number of mail order purveyors of this kind 
I have described who, though regularly cited for these civil viola- 
tions, are not prosecuted criminally, and, if in fact these purveyors 
are violating the law, according to the decisions of the Post Office, 
and if these violations are repeated, then I think they should be prose- 
cuted. It is hard for me to understand why this does not occur. The 
new “Venue law,” enacted in the last session of Congress, should 
remove some of the difficulty. I do not believe, as General Counsel 
Warburton also testified to this committee, I believe, I do not believe 
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that further criminal legislation is needed, rather simply greater 
efforts at a concerted joint action in the field. Certainly they ‘should 
be encouraged. As I said before, and as I emphé ‘sized, civil censor- 
ship as a broad substitute for enforcement of criminal law is a dan- 
gerous method for controlling obscene matter in the mails. In the 
long run criminal enforcement is probably the only effective deter- 
rent as well as the safest control. 

There are a good many other questions which I could expound on. I 
know I have taken too much of your time already, Madam Chairman. 

There is one final observation that I want to make to the committee. 
I understand one of your purposes is simply to talk about these things 
and to get the public more concerned, more aware, more interested 
in the problem. I agree with that principle. The public should, I 
believe, be encouraged to face up to the problem of eroticism and 
sexual pruriency in so many of the media of communication in our 
life today. But we must in my judgment face this problem maturely 
and with balance and with less redundant fulmination against bad sex 
expression and with more hardheaded thinking. It is simply a fact, 
gentlemen, that sexual stimuli are omnipresent in our culture today 
and in the world in which our children must grow. I say that as a 
father myself. These stimuli are to some extent built into our culture. 
You look at the newspapers. There are these advertisements of movies 
at our neighborhood theaters, some of them in very bad taste. There 
are limits of what we could do to prevent that sort of thing. These 
stimuli, the television, movies themselves, even the ones p: assed by the 
Hayes office are larded with sexual stimuli. I believe we have to adjust 
ourselves, our children maturely to this situation. 

By educating our youth realistically, rather than teaching unwork- 
able Comstockian ideas ; by doing this, we can destroy much of the 
very basis of appeal for this stuff on the bulletin boards there. 

There are, I repeat, limits to what laws can do. If all books were 
proscribed which intentionally preached or unintentionally inferred 
that crime may pay, that adultery is normal and desirable, that sin’s 
wages may not really be so bad, may possibly be desirable, if all books 
were bad which did this, then, gentlemen, the proscription would 
indeed be broad and intolerably so. 

Past experience, experience with an enforcement of these postal 
laws, demonstrates that the dangers of authorizing the Government 
to act against anything which may induce corruption in weak people 
is dangerous. Clearly, the best remedy against noxious speech should 
simply be more good speech, speech like the teaching of religion and 
ethics, and aesthetics, as well as teaching which will help men to 
know and to cope with their sexual instincts. Such will persuade 
men to know and reject for themselves without fear or lingering 
prurient curiosity, what is rationally wrong, and thus be able to wor k 
out their own salvation as self-reliant, free men should. For surely 
in a free country the ultimate responsibility and the best hope for 
exercising good judgment in matters of morality, just as in matters 
of public policy, must rest with the people themselves, and not. with 
a paternalistic sovereign. 
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Madam Chairman, thank you for all this time. I hope these re- 
marks, some general and some ne will be of some help to you. 

Mrs. GranaHAN. I am sure they will, Doctor. I am just wonder- 
ing, do you not think the courts are at ‘fault i in some of these cases ? 

Mr. Pavt. I think the courts are laboring with a very difficult 
problem. I would not join in with those who have heaped abuse 
on the Supreme Court or any court in this country. I think they 
are doing their best to steer a narrow line and as I said before I think 
the test of obscenity is sufficient to prosecute those people who purvey 
openly and notoriously this kind of stuff. 

Mrs. GranaHAN. Doctor, you will take for instance in Los An- 
geles, the statistics show that these publishers and purveyors of filth 
are arrested, indicted, tried before a jury, fined $500 or $1, 000, which 
means nothing to them at all, and then they get a year’s probation, 
move a couple of miles away and open up under another name. How 
are you going to answer that ? 

Mr. Pau. That, of course, does not deal with whether or not they 
have committed the crime. The cases you give me, they have been 
convicted, the judge then faces the problem what shall I do with 
them. I do not condone. I cannot really speak to why these sen- 
tences. If these are repeated violations and the commercial situation 
is such that a fine and probation simply enables this man to open up 
again, then obviously a lot more is called for to deter it. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. Would you not say a jail sentence? 

Mr. Pavt. I would think so where we have a repeated violator like 
that. Ido not want to criticize any particular judge because I really 
do not know all the information and material that he would have be- 
fore him when he reaches that part of the trial which is not is the man 
guilty but what should be done with him. It may be that some judges 
are too lenient on the matter. In our study, concerned as we were 
with the Post Office Department’s problems we did not go into sen- 
tencing, although Inspector Stephens and many other people discussed 
these problems and expressed the same kinds of concern which you 
have. 

Mrs. GranaHAn. Do you think, Doctor, that before a case goes to 
the postmaster, a local board should be constituted of three retired 
members of the judiciary, prominent businessmen, well-rounded men 
who have the time to give to it, pass on some of these things before 
they are directed tothe postmaster ¢ 

Mr. Pavt. You mean in the decision as to whether they are going to 
say this magazine shall not be mailed ? 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. Yes. 

Mr. Pau. Well, I think such a board might be useful, might be 
useful not to make the decision but to continu: ally survey this problem 
and get a continual feeling for the lines being drawn by the Depart- 
ment judiciary officer, possibly for advising on narrow technical legis- 
lative points which seem necessary and generally helping to keep this 
thing toed on the narrow line that it must. 

This recommendation has been made from time to time. I might 
say that the Bureau of Customs, which, of course, has a quite similar 
function in saying what shall be imported or not, that they have used 
and use very successfully an adviser with sort of a semiofficial status, 
as I understand it, Mr. Huntington Kerns, the General Counsel of the 
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National Gallery of Art, who in a number of cases where they just did 
not know, here was a book and how should we judge it, he would 
render an opinion, a purely advisory opinion to help the Bureau make 
up its mind. He had a broad inoiledes of these problems, and I 
think he did a great deal to help the Bureau of Customs stay out of 
the courts as they have up until the Kensey case. From the Ulysses 
‘ase up until in 1934 right on through there was not any court decision 
that I know of where the Bureau was reversed, and this helped them. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. I have heard of but have not read the books, “Lady 
Chatterly’s Lover” and “Lolita.” But “Lolita,” I believe, was a best- 
seller here last year and banned in France. Are our morals getting so 
low in America ? 

Mr. Pauw. I don’t know whether it was banned in France. I do 
know from our study of the customs law that before this book was 
published in America, it was published in many French editions and 
sent into this country and, incidentally, after some study of the prob- 
lem the Bureau of Customs cleared it for importation here, and then, 
of course, it was put out in this country. That would have led me to 
believe it must have been selling in France, but I don’t dispute you. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. Well, a friend of mine from Europe told me. 

Mr. Pavt. I see. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. I thought it was firsthand information. 

Mr. Pauw. It may well be. 

Mrs. GranaHAN. Doctor, are you aware that a great deal of this is 
coming in, too, from abroad ? 

Mr. Paut. Yes, I am. I have not spoken particularly to the en- 
forcement of the customs laws because I understood your concern to be 
with our domestic mails and with the post office problems. 

Mrs. GranaHAN. Thank you, Doctor. 

Mr. Scott, have you any questions ? 

Mr. Scorr. No. 

Mrs. GranaHANn. Mr. Oliver? 

Mr. Ottver. Madam Chairman, I have been very much interested in 
what the witness has stated here. I feel that he has stated the prob- 
lem about which we are trying to come up with some intelligent 
answers, very well I might say. I feel that perhaps you are very much 
concerned about whether or not anything can be done to cultivate and 
undo censorship by the Government either Federal, State, or local ? 

Mr. Pau. Yes. I am concerned with both things, sir. I may be 
schizophrenic. Unfortunately, I cannot be concerned about one with- 
out being concerned about the other. 

Mr. Onxtver. I was interested in having you say you are a married 
man witha family. 

Mr. Pav. Yes. 

Mr. Ortver. How old are your children ? 

Mr. Pau. They are about 6 and 414. 

Mr. Otiver. I know that you feel very strongly that the postal laws 
should be administered very effectively to prevent them from being 
exposed to this kind of sexual] filth ? 

Mr. Pavut. Sure. 

Mr. Ortver. You could not help feeling that way, of course. 

Mr. Pavut. Sure. 
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Mr. Oxtver. What bothers me about this situation is this: How peo- 
ple—I am not a lawyer—how people who are interested and dedicated 
to the legal philosophy of their profession seem to belabor the 
legalistic phases of this situation, which to me have some very prac- 
tical applications. 

If we have an open sewerline out here in the city somewhere we do 
not hesitate to do something about it. I mean physically to correct it. 
By the same token then, if we have an open stream of filth, which is 
contaminating the morality of the locality, then certainly you agree 
with me that we should take whatever measures we possibly can take 
to the end that that should be cleared up. You agree with me on 
that, do you not? 

Mr. Pau. Of course, I do, Congressman. The difficulty is with the 
metaphor. IfImay use anotherone? As Justice Harlan said, a very 
hardheaded and realistic judge, I believe of the Supreme Court, in the 
Roth case, he said the trouble is that obscenity is not like poison I 
have that you can just spot it like that. It takes a mature and dis- 
criminating judgment, and that is the difficulty. That which is yes, 
but it is the procedure for drawing the lines and so on. 

Mr. Ottver. Do you find any difficulty yourself in determining what 
is obscene and what is not obscene so far as your own children are 
concerned 5 or 10 years from now ? 

Mr. Pau. I think as Mr. Warburton in his testimony before this 
committee a few weeks ago so said, one difficulty is we simply get 
gradations of this. Some may fit the test fairly, others not. It is 
not like litmus paper that you can just like that make up your mind. 
He himself, the General Counsel of the Post Office, testified to this 
committee, and he certainly said elsewhere, that there are all sorts of 
gradations on this. And I think that is true. There are degrees of 
obsceneness and appealing to pruriency. I would say that this factor 
along with this conduct, what is this man doing, are the important 
things to judge. How serious are the materials, what ishedoing? If 
he is speaking now of local enforcement, running a story, and he 
has these things displayed, and he has been doing this, then it seems 
to me he is fitting into your metaphor. 

Another problem of simply one individual mailing something, a book 
to another, I think there is a lot less concern needed for law enforce- 
ment here. That is why in our report we feel that if you evaluate both 
things, the materials and the conduct of the disseminator, that you 
are on a lot more sure ground of striking at the evils that I think you 
want to curb and I want to curb, all of us want to curb. 

Mr. Ottver. Is there not a common denominator here or yardstick 
that could be applied? If this matter is coming through the mail for 
somebody to ules a fast buck on, is that not yardstick enough ? 

Mr. Pauw. Yes. It becomes, the case becomes even stronger where- 
as normally the case, the inspectors have gotten some information 
about it when they bring an unlawful order proceeding in the Post 
Office Department, they know the kind of operation that he is run- 
ning. When this is done and you have the materials there it seems to 
me you can make a mature judgment and stop his business with the 
unlawful order. This, as I understand it, is being done. There may 
be some narrow technical problems on this. 

Mrs. Granahan’s bill, of course, is directed to one which needs at- 
tention here. But as for just broad legislation, I do not think I agree 
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with the General Counsel of the Post Office Department that there we 
do not need any. 

Mr. Outver. This matter of censorship is the essence, I guess, of 
your thinking here today. 

Mr. Paut. “Yes, s sir. 

Mr. Otiver. And your expressions about the past, just what detri- 
mental effects have come about because of any action which has been 
taken by, we will say, the Post Office Department or any other Federal 
Government agency, to give us reason to believe that this censorship in 
practice, so-called, has become dangerous to the constitutional rights 
of our people. 

Mr. Paut. I do not think you can measure that in any quantitative 
way, sir. First of all it seems to me it is psychologically bad for the 
people to be relying on this, to have a censor who will tell them 
whether or not to read something. 

Mr. Ottver. Do we not have to measure the psychological badness, 
as you say, of whatever this degree of censorship has been against the 
physical badness, the mental badness, that result from this sort of 
practice ? 

Mr. Paut. Of course. In my statement that is what I have really 
tried to direct myself to, to look and identify what precisely is the 
problem. We do not recommend abolishing these—I characterize 
them as censorship problems, that is what I think they are. Wedonot 
recommend, I do not, that we abolish these powers. I simply say we 
do what we can with words in laws to tailor them to the problem which 
concerns us as legislators dealing with the postal problem today, that is 
the powers that are necessary and only those that are necessary to 
deal with these purveyors. 

The thrust of my statement, gentlemen, is simply that I think these 
powers exist today, and I do believe that the Post Office Department 
has narrowed its enforcement to deal with them. 

Mr. Ottver. Are you familiar with the bill which has been intro- 
duced by our very able chairman here, Mrs. Granahan, numbered 
H.R. 7379? 

Mr. Pauw. Mrs. Granahan was kind enough to send me her mimeo- 
graphed statement which summarizes it, and the counsel this morn- 
ing gave me a copy. 

Mr. Orver. You have not had a chance to study it? 

Mr. Pauw. I am familiar generally, if we are going to get down 

Mr. Ortver. What is your reaction to that ? 

Mr. Pau. I made a few notes here, if I may. I understand the 
purpose, one purpose of this bill is to enlarge the time in which the 
so-called interim mail-block order may be continued or kept in exist- 
ence. This is an order which holds up a man’s mail. He cannot get 
any ‘mail except things obviously unrelated to his enterprise until 
the Department has had a chance to determine whether or not he is 
in violation of the law. 

Now, this is a summary pore and it is a serious power. On the 
basis of what I know today, I say this with humility, I think Mrs. 
Granahan and the line are correct in saying that they need 
more time. Twenty days, just the way the norm: ul machine wheels of 
government work, is a very short time to handle these. I do not know 
whether the ful! length of time set forth in the bill or some compromise 
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here would do the trick. That is one question, in other words, that 
I would raise, whether the extension period might not be a little bit 
shorter. 

Another question I have, it is a question only at this time, is, What 
should be the standard for imposing these iterim orders? The bill 
goes away from necessity and talks about “in the public interest.” Now 
to a considerable extent these overlap. I might say what is necessary 
in the public interest, it seems to me that with that general language 
that a court would then focus on what are these materials, what is 
the scope or apparent scope of the distribution here, and any other 
circumstances bearing on the degree of commercial exploitation, sp 
nature of the operation there. Then the court can decide whether : 
further extension of the order is warranted. In other words, I sight 
suggest some compromise or slight tightening there. I do not think 
it would affect the bill as according to your objectives at all. 

Another question that I raise is the matter of abolishing the appeal 
to the district court, or review in the district court, in going direct to 
the courts of appeals. I raise that question again without any con- 
clusive or dogmatic thoughts on it, but it seems to me that litigation 
in the district court has some value here because you may have some 
cases where it is important that evidence be taken and be heard and 
the district court is the appropriate tribunal in that situation. 

I would like to give this bill a lot more thought and study than I 
have been able to at this time before I made any comments which 
T really thought would be useful to you. 

Mr. Oxtver. Do you not. think, Madam Chairman, it might be well 
to have perhaps the benefit of the gentleman’s analysis of your bill. 

Mrs. GranAHAN. Yes, I was going toask Mr. Paul. 

Mr. Pau. Well, for whatever it is worth, sir, I would be happy to 
communicate with you further. 

Mr. Oniver. The matter of protecting the interest of culture and 
art, which seems to be emphasized in this particular issue, which is 
aroused no matter whether it is with regard to a book or movie or 
this material here or photograph or whatnot. It seems to me to be a 
practical question ; culture and art versus obscenity. I guess probably 
that is what it comes down to, is it not? Is it not the issue, What 
you are faced with here, what should be considered? I mean in con- 
sidering obscenity or trying to evaluate obscenity we try to figure 
culture and art versus something appealing to the lustful sense of 
individuals. 

Mr. Paut. If you are talking about the legislation this committee 
is going to propose, if any, I think you have to consider whether or 
not the existing tests and procedures are sufficient to deal with the 
mail problem. 

Of course, incident to this, you have heard much testimony from 
local law enforcement officers and so on which I assume you conside1 
part of the general background picture here. But I take it that this 
being a Post Office Committee that your interest is with the mails 
and whether legislation is necessary here. That means broadening 
the definition, the standard changing the procedures in any materi: al 
way. These, I take it, are the basic questions. I say that the tests 
laid down by the Supreme Court and the American Law Institute are 
adequate to deal with the material on display there, sir. 
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Mr. Otiver. That is all I have, Madam Chairman. I do not want 
to take any more time. I would like to talk with the doctor. 

Sometime when you have some leisure time you can help me 

solve my mind in this situation. 

Mr. Pau. I would be happy to. 

Mr. Ontver. Thank you very much. 

Mrs. Granauan. Mr. Wallhauser. 

Mr. WatiuaAvser. | have no questions, Madam Chairman. 

{ would like to say for the record that there is a great disagreement 
between Mr. Paul and our Post Office authorities as to the efficiency of 
the laws on the books. Of course, we are all concerned with censor- 
ship. I would like to emphasize that Postmaster General Summer- 
field and a very efficient Department did not declare a personal war 
on obscenity. This is the result of hundreds of thousands of requests 
from people all over the United States. 

So we are cooperating at this request and at the Department’s re- 
quest, and while I recognize that you have made a very scholarly pres- 
entation, I think you perhaps have made several assumptions that 
might or might not be correct, such as the fact that if “Lady Chat- 
terley’s Lover” is ruled in our favor it would be a hollow victory. 
I think it would be a great victory. You assume that the Post Office 
Department or some postal inspector sets himself up as a censor. 
[ do not believe that it is a correct assumption. However, I will say 
that the committee will read your testimony with great interest, and 
we think you have been helpful in presenting the problems that face 
us, and thank you very much. 

Mr. Pau. Thank you for that, sir. 


[ just want to emphasize that it is true I use the word “censorship” 
because I think you call a spade a spade. As I said in my testimony, 
and I emphasize again here, I have the greatest respect for these 
gentlemen. I have | spent much time talking with them about these 
problems and trying to understand their problems, the inspectors 
and the lawyers, the lawyers and people in the Customs Bureau, too. 


ee 


Because I use the term 
epprobrium to them. 

Mr. WatiHouser. We are attempting to protect the rights of the 
majority as well as the minority. 

Mrs. GRaNAHAN. Thank you very much for your very fine presenta- 
tion. I am sure we will be able to select part of it which will be 
very helpful to us even though we might not agree on everything. 
Thank you. 

Our next witness is Hon. Harold K. Wood, U.S. attorney. 


Mr. Wood. 


censorship” I do not use it as a term of 


STATEMENT OF HAROLD K. WOOD, U.S. ATTORNEY, EASTERN 
DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA 


Mr. Woop. Madam Chairman, and distinguished members of the 
committee. Ihave submitted, as you know, a rather lengthy document 
which sets forth some information that our office has been able to ob- 
tain and the history of what has transpired in that office over the past 
2 years. With your permission, however, I will not read that. I will 
summarize those things which I think are most important and make 
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such remarks as may be permissible or answer whatever questions you 
people may have. 
(The statement referred to follows :) 


PREPARED STATEMENT OF HAROLD K. Woop, U.S. ATTORNEY, EASTERN DISTRICT OF 
PENNSYLVANIA 


It is a pleasure to appear before this committee, to lend the assistance of the 
office of the U.S. attorney and the Department of Justice to the ever-present prob- 
lem of obscenity. 

In recent years, we have given priority to this problem, and have worked in 
close cooperation with Victor H. Blanc, the district attorney of Philadelphia 
County, and with Thomas F. McDermott, chief of county detectives, who have 
been doing such an excellent job in the city of Philadelphia. 

The office of the U.S. attorney is particularly proud of the fact that one of the 
leading cases involving this issue, namely, United States of America v. Jay 
Hornick and Jesse Traub, was tried in this court and a conviction was obtained 
and taken to the Third Circuit Court of Appeals. In a noteworthy opinion filed 
by Circuit Court Judge Goodrich on January 20, 1956, the judgment of the dis- 
trict court was affirmed. One of the features of that opinion was that a con- 
viction could be obtained on the basis of advertisements, which in effect promised 
the purchaser obscene pictures. The court said in that case, which as I repeat 
is a landmark, that it is not necessary for the court to determine whether the 
pictures themselves were obscene. The mailer of the advertisements could be 
found guilty for the advertisements purported to have given information as to 
where the obscene matter could be obtained. Incidentally, that case will be a 
controlling factor in a prosecution now pending in the southern district of New 
York, in which the U.S. attorney there has obtained a 39 count indictment 
charging Pigalle Imports, Inc. and its secretary-treasurer, Ben Himmel, with 
sending obscene pictures, books, advertising matter relating thereto, through 
the mail. I have been reliably advised that that indictment will be followed by 
others against purveyors who engage in the same type of business. 

I mention the situation in New York because Pigalle Imports sent into this 
area thousands upon thousands of the same type of obscenity. We were about 
to indict them in this district, but since the resulting search warrants were ob- 
tained in New York, we waived jurisdiction, and are happy that the prosecution 
is proceeding there. The victims, however, of the obscenity were to a large 
extent located in and about Philadelphia. 

Some reference should be made to the results of the grand jury investigation 
conducted by our office during the month of April 1958. The grand jury at that 
time was under the charge of Judge Francis L. Van Dusen, who cooperated 
magnificently with our office, and accepted from the grand jury on April 23, 1958, 
a presentment which eventually, through his efforts, reached the Department of 
Justice, and in my opinion, was a controlling factor in the amendment to the 
United States Code, title 18 section 461, making it a crime to use the mails for 
the distribution of obscenity, whereas up to that time, the act only prohibited 
depositing in the mails. This limitation, of course, prevented prosecution ex- 
cept in the area where the obscenity was mailed, and we found during our in- 
vestigation that we were unable to obtain indictments, although this city and this 
district were flooded with them. They were actually mailed from Europe, Cali- 
fornia, and numerous other places. 

The investigation lasted 3 days, beginning on Monday, April 21, 1958. Twenty- 
two witnesses testified and 67 exhibits, consisting of letters, photographs, pam- 
phlets, booklets, brochures, films, and other printed matter were before the grand 
jury for its consideration. The majority of witnesses were called for the pur- 
pose of relating their knowledge as participants in the area under investigation. 
xovernment postal authorities testified as to their investigative techniques, 
findings, and limitations. The parents of five teenage children testified and of- 
fered exhibits that reflected the receipt by their children at their homes of un- 
solicited, obscene matter through the mail. Evidence of the existence of other 
similar situations was offered. Psychiatric testimony as to the purpose and 
effect the materials under investigation have and are calculated to have on the 
mental development and human behavior of children and adults was also pre- 
sented to them. 

The grand jury found that the activity under investigation takes two general 
forms. The first did not contemplate any notions of financial gain or commer- 
cialism. The second type has as its primary objective financial gain. 
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The nonprofit type or first type involves communication by and between adults 
of both sexes through the medium of letters and photographs. These letters and 
photographs contain obscene, lewd, lascivious ideas, suggestions, solicitations, 
and descriptions. One purpose of the participants engaging in this activity 
appears to be the desire to attain that abnormal satisfaction realized by the 
mere act of writing, reading, and exchanging these obscene communications. 
The group that is satisfied with merely writing and reading such material 
evidently limit their participation to exchanging these filthy letters and photo- 
graphs with others seeking similar limited satisfaction. 

A large majority engaging in this activity, however, do so with the deliberate 
purpose of pursuing and eventually realizing physical fulfillment of the obscene 
ideas exchanged. As to these persons, the printed word and photograph act 
merely aS a means of discovery and development of other persons possessing 
similar abnormal desires. These persons eventually meet in groups or otherwise 
for the sole purpose of performing and submitting to the obscene, abnormal, un- 
natural, and perverted acts heretofore described, suggested, and solicited in 
their prior communications. The success enjoyed by these people included in 
this first group can be attributed primarily to the existence and operation of 
correspondence clubs, writing clubs, and similar organizations, which depend on 
the efficiency of the U.S. postal service for the degree of their popularity, as well 
as their effectiveness. They recognized that by and large these organizations 
accomplish a form of legitimate service to our American society and are, in the 
main, proper in operation as well as purpose. 

Such groups, however, because of their number and lack of selectivity as to 
membership, furnish those with perverted minds and motives with a particularly 
appealing area in which to move about in search of satisfaction of their filthy 
and obscene desires. 

The unusual appeal offered by these clubs to the pervert is because of the 
declared purposes of such clubs. These clubs intend to attract those in our society 
who are unfortunate enough to find themselves mentally and physically alone. 
This status of loneliness, being the admitted reason for membership in such 
organization, furnishes the person bent on the transmission of lewd and obscene 
writings, suggestions, and solicitations with an exclusive list of persons psycho- 
logically suited for a gradual campaign of persuasion into the areas of filth and 
ebscenity. The progress of such persuasion can be accurately gaged by the re- 
sponsiveness of each succeeding letter that passes between correspondents 
through the U.S. postal system. 

Many such individuals submitting to this moral transition, understandably 
have little resistance to the suggestions and ideas in the letters that they 
receive. For that matter, they have little reason not to compromise by the 
written word at least, what may have been during better days, an unshakable 
set of fine moral standards. 

The testimony presented to us indicated quite clearly that as a direct result 
of participation in such correspondence clubs, groups are formed and consist of 
individuals from many different cities and States. These groups, consisting of 
as many as 30 individuals, constantly furnish new names and addresses to 
each other, as well as the usual obscene communications. They read, write, 
and physically accomplish the ultimate in filth, obscenity, lewdness, lascivious- 
ness, moral depravity, and sexual abnormality, the degree of which is virtually 
incapable of measurement with any known standard of moral normalcy. 

The degree of success experienced by such writing clubs as to its legitimate 
members, aS well as those heretofore discussed, depends on the efficiency of the 
postal system of the United States. As a result, the taxpayers who support the 
postal system of the United States cannot avoid the conclusion that they are a 
direct source of origin and endurance of.the traffic of obscene and filthy com- 
munications now, no doubt, affecting every community in which those taxpayers 
live with their families and raise their children. 

As has been indicated this correspondence type of activity does not appear 
to contemplate any financial gain. One such organization, however, known as the 
Secret Society of the Daughters of Aphrodite, operating from Canada, being 
elaborate in its operation and organization, appears to warrant the conclusion 
that a profit is derived in some indirect way to the operators of this club. This 
club was specifically set up to deal in obscene and immoral correspondence ex- 
clusively. Formal application and questionnaires are distributed and internal 
regulations and bylaws are designed to enforce the frequency of obscene corre- 
spondence among its members. These things obviously required some type of 
substantial financing to set up and keep the club going. 
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The second type of activity involving the transmission of obscene, lewd, and 
lascivious matter by mail as stated earlier is the type that has as its ultimate 
objective the making of a financial profit. The material involved in this type of 
activity consists of every conceivable portrayal of obscenity, lewdness, and 
filth that is possible to reproduce in printed or photographie form, 

Testimony has revealed that children and adults, who innocently and in good 
faith send in the mail for items such as toys, Christmas gifts, novelties, maga- 
zines, ete., without realizing it, thereby furnish their names and addresses to 
professional “listmakers.” These listmakers print the names so acquired on 
hundreds of perforated gummed labels, and later sell these lists indiscriminately 
for as much as $30 for a thousand names. The obscenity peddlers scramble 
for these lists, recognizing that they are an enduring source of new business. As a 
result of this type of activity, the person who sought to purchase legitimately 
an item from a purportedly legitimate source finds himself shortly thereafter 
the target of a flood of obscenity and filth in the form of books, photographs, 
advertisements, magazines, pamphlets, and other written material. 

Those who respond to this are primarily children from 12 years old on up who, 
because of undeveloped minds and accompanying inexperience in the ways of 
life, are mentally unable to withstand the onslaught of the unsolicited, immoral 
suggestiveness and depravity offered to them. This same group of children are 
also the most susceptible to the subtle, psychological influences more recently 
portrayed in writings and photographs through the calculated use of sexual 
symbolism. This symbolistic type of material is not readily identified by even 
mature adults with common standards of obscenity. 

The other persons who are attracted by the influences offered by the operation 
of these filth mills are adults who already suffer from some form of sexual 
abnormality due to exposure to similar materials in their younger years or 
as a result of some unrelated disorder or defect in their psychological develop- 
ment. These persons are being profitably reached through the channels of the 
U.S. postal system. This approach to the transmission of filth for profit utilizes 
two effective theories of influence. The first is based on easily recognized forms 
of obscenity. This material in printed and photographic form depicts the ob- 
scenity and lewdness commonly associated with nudity, immoral acts, suggest- 
iveness, specific references to obscene language, and descriptions of commonly 
understood antisocial activity along sexually abnormal lines. 

The second theory of influence, and no doubt the worst, appears to be some- 
thing not commonly associated with the known moral standards of obscenity. 
This theory takes the form of carefully prepared photographs, writings, and 
drawings, which use as their spearhead of influence, symbols and other visual 
stimulus psychologically proven to induce thoughts and conduct along sadistic 
and masochistic lines to satisfy compelling sexual needs. The subject matter 
conveyed in these materials is not necessarily the portrayal and glorification of 
direct abnormal sexual conduct. These materials dv not have as their object 
the most common types of immodest display ordinarily identified with obscenity 
and lewdness. Rather, they portray individuals in many cases fully clothed, per- 
forming and submitting to acts of violence on members of the same sex. Some 
of these materials show fully dressed women physically restrained and being 
subjected to acts and threats of violence by other women, which at first glance 
appear to be unconnected in any way with commonly recognized concepts of 
obscenity. They are designed to appeal to persons inclined to perversion and 
the minds of the adolescent. 

Medical testimony has indicated that such influence, can and do accomplish 
an actual distortion of human values in the minds of those reached. This 
permanent plan of moral distortion is eventually converted into notions of 
sexual dominance accomplished by terrorism, violence, force, and brutality. 
In weakminded persons and in adolescents, this has resulted in murder and 
violent sex crimes. Persons led into this perversion fulfill the demands of 
their weakness by engaging in sexually motivated acts of sadism and maso- 
chism in conjunction with others similarly motivated. This conduct, as well 
as being practiced between individuals identically affected, and therefore will- 
ing victims, so to speak, are often directed against unwilling and innocent 
victims of either sex at any age who, through innocent circumstances, are un- 
fortunate enough to be in the wrong place at the wrong time. The permanent 
nature of this plan of distortion of immoral human values, of course, as antici- 
pated, furnishes the profit seeker with a source of revenue that must grow 
in volume and endure indefinitely. The profit so realized falling into the hands 
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of the few operators previously discussed, runs into millions of dollars annually. 

The grand jury informed the court that the testimony revealed that some 
of these operators are as follows: 

(1) Mr. William Glansman of 210 Harborview Road, Lawrence, Long Is- 
land, N.Y., who is believed to have operated under possibly 25 names through- 
out the country. Hundreds of thousands of mailings have been made by Glans- 
man from various points in New York, New Jersey, and the areas surrounding 
those States. Mr. Glansman’s activities include also mailings and requests 
for remittances being sent to companies he operates in Denmark. One of 
these companies is entitled the Viking Co., Box 213, Kesterbros, Copenhagen, 
Denmark. 

Another Denmark company connected with Mr. Glansman is Derey, Bex 4, 
Gentofte, Denmark. Thirty-one hundred mailings were estimated to have been 
effected in 4 or 5 days, operation by these Denmark companies. Hundreds 
of pieces of mail from these companies of Glansman found their way into the 
Philadelphia area. 

(2) The Gargoyle Corp. is operated by Frank Silver, of East Orange, N.J., 
and Frank Russo, of New York City. This company has moved several times 
as a result of the discovery of its operations and is believed to be presently 
operating in Toms River, N.J. Testimony revealed that 100 orders were being 
handled each day at $10 each by this organization. The Gargoyle Corp. 
specializes in the symbolistic and sadistic type of printed matter. Mr. Aaron 
Shapiro, believed to be a former owner and present adviser for this company, 
determines what should and should not be printed to order to effect the desired 
objective of perversion along sadistic lines. He is responsible for the design 
and creation of many of the symbolistic types of material sent through the 
mail by this company. It is believed that he lives in Brooklyn, N.Y. The 
printer of this material is located in Newark, N.J., although his identity at 
present is unknown. 

(38) Another such organization is the Jefferson Creations Co., 22 East 17th 
Street, New York, N.Y. This company is owned and operated by one Sidney 
Poss, who is related to the Mr. William Glansman previously discussed. It 
is understood that Sidney Poss has been the subject of many similar investiga- 
tions in New York. He had previously conducted a similar operation under 
the name of Master Arts Studios. Through the successful application of a 
postal-stop order against him in this company, he immediately ceased opera- 
tions as directed, but promptly went into business again under the name of Jef- 
ferson Creations, Inc. 

(4) Another of Glansman’s operations is entitled Monart, Ine., which, like 
Jefferson Creations, specializes in nude and seminude materials. 

(5) Another operation is entitled Marno Studios, located at 3133 Southwest 
25th Street, Miami, Fla., This organization is operated by a Mr. Ralph Marino. 
Some of the models used in this operation have been identified as also being 
connected with Glansman’s activities. 

Circulars advertising the availability for a price of mailing lists have been 
shown to the grand jury. One such circular put out by Harold Baum, 5808 West 
Division Street, Chicago, Ill., offers “The Hottest Sex List in Existence,” 
taining some 12,000 names at $15 a thousand. 

Much of the material produced by these operators was the subject of their 
investigation and has come into Philadelphia and this judicial district in 
alarming amounts. 

These are only a few of the larger operators in this field. Many others exist 
and many others are as yet unindentified. In order to avoid the consequences 
of administrative postal-stop orders, those individuals have changed their names. 
The simple act of changing the name of the company identified in the stop order 
renders such order ineffective until at least the new name is discovered. Un- 
fortunately, new company Names can be produced faster than administrative 
stop orders. The use of such administrative action, is therefore, at best sporadic 
and temporary. 

The operators drive from mailbox to mailbox, depositing on their way prepared 
bundles of this nonmailable matter. These routes purposely cross and recross 
State lines, as well as the boundaries of Federal judicial districts within the 
same State. The operators deposit this nonmailable matter in mailboxes located 
along the west coast of the United States for ultimate deliveries in cities and 
towns along the east coast of the United States and vice versa. 
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These methods of operating seriously interfere with and delay the Postal 
Department’s efforts to stop the flow of this nonmailable matter in the postal 
system of the United States. 

By the time the Federal enforcement agencies can accurately trace and take 
those steps to stop the movement of this nonmailable matter, the operator has 
either already made his profit and moved along or he merely stops activities 
under the names indicated on the stop orders and immediately starts up again 
under a new name. 

Particular concentration as to the adequateness of existing statutory standards 
of obscenity appears to be in order so that some remedy can be found to meet 
the source of those materials passing through the mails that are directed to 
the purely sadistic form of influence. 

The methods of distribution to our children of this material, as testified to by 
the parents of teenagers, indicates that these parents have been unsuccessful in 
their attempts to stop the delivery of unsolicited filth and obscenity into their 
homes. There is no doubt that if every parent whose child was receiving these 
materials in the mails in Philadelphia alone, were summoned before us, our de 
liberations could go on indefinitely. 

It is my understanding that the postal authorities are exerting every conceiv- 
able effort to stem the tide of this flow of obscene, lewd, and lascivious materials 
in the postal system. It is evident that their efforts and authority, though 
exerted to the fullest can never be in their present framework, sufficient to pro- 
vide the remedy required. 

Mr. Woop. I will go ahead with my story, if I may, on this ques- 
tion of censorship, because it is apparently primary in your minds at 
this time and has been refer red to by the prior witness. 

During the course of that statement there was a reference made to 
the book “Lady Chatterley’s Lover” in connection with the Post Of- 
fice Department. Unless I am entirely mistaken, the outstanding 
case and most recent case involving that book is one which has just 
been decided by the Supreme Court of the United States; namely, 
Kingsley International Pictures v. The Regents of the University of 
the State of New York. The restraining of “Lady Chatterley’s 
Lover” as a motion picture had nothing to do with the Post Office De- 
partment. Perhaps it did as a book. [ don’t know. But I would like 
to refer to that case and respectfully suggest to the committee that I 
think within the framework of the Supreme Court decision in that 
case a great deal can be learned as to future actions by State legisla- 
tures or by cities through ordinances, and so forth. 

There is one thing about that case that I find very unique. There 
are six concurring opinions and in one of the concurring opinions 
three of the Justices agreed. All, however, reached the same con- 
clusion but by different “paths. It was a nine to nothing decision, in 
other words, reversing the State of New York for refusing a license 
to the motion- -picture “produc er to show that particular movie. 

Of the nine Justices only two raised this question of censorship. 
Justice Douglas and Justice Black thought that censorship within 
the framework of the State legislature through their legislative proc- 
ess was a dangerous thing. The other seven made no reference what- 
ever to censorship, indic ating to me, at least as I read the opinion, 
that censorship within limited and restricted bounds is a desirable 
thing. 

Personally, I can understand where if you leave in the judgment of 
one person the right to say this thing is obscene or that isn’t, that is 
a dangerous thing. It is only danger ous because it creates a lot of 
trouble or confusion because ultimately an appeal is taken and then 
the judge reverses the finding anyway. 
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In order to avoid the ultimate legal process of appeals, and s 
forth, it would seem to me that if censorship is used and I think si - 
sonally I think censorship is desirable, that it should be in such a 
framework that those people who determine the obsc peniby or the use- 
fulness or restrictions on a particular motion picture », book, or maga- 
zine, be people of some experience and people of good judgment. 

One more reference to this case. This case throughout compliments 
the Legislature of the State of New York for the very, very difficult 
work they put in on this bill to bring the bill within the decision of 
the oth and the Albert cases. They : say that it is difficult that after 
all the work they have done and all the effort they have made to meet 
those decisions, still they come up with this situation where the »y could 
not get the results that they wanted and when you read the opinion 
you will find, I am sure, that it was a matter of judicial process rather 
than anything being wrong with the original act. From that opinion 
I am convinced that any legislature i in this « ‘ountry can pass adequate 
legislation against por nography, against motion pictures, and against 
books that they feel are against the public interest. 

Now, as to your own situation here in Philadelphia, very briefly I 
would like to say at the outset that we have worked in close coopera- 
tion with Victor Blanc, Mr. McDermott, and the local officials. That 
is the policy of our office, the policy of the Department of Justice as 
Mrs. Granahan and you gentlemen, I am sure, are aware. We have 
had close cooperation. Whatever information we have had we have 
given to them and they have given to us. 

About 2 years ago we were faced with a number of letters coming 
through the Post Office Department, letters containing almost unbe- 
lievable filth. That isn’t unusual. That happens, as you folks know, 
almost every day. But we found amongst these letters a certain 
pattern. We found that frequently there w as a reference made to 
someone else. “I got your name from so and so.’ 

The postal authorities came to me and asked me what we could 
do about it. The difficulty we had, of course, was that most of these 
letters were mailed outside of this district and came into this district, 
and as you know, the act, which was amended last year : ene 
that you could only prosecute in the district in which the m: ater ial wa 
mailed. Therefore, we were rather up against it to prosecute sisens 
people. However, we did conceive the idea of forming a conspiracy 
indictment, based on the fact that they had all conspired to, among 
themselves, distribute these letters. 

We found a very unusual thing. We had about 30 typical cases 
out of possibly 100 or 125. We found that one would write to the 
other and then they would give names back and forth and so that the 
whole ring finally came to be known to each other although in cases 
they had never seen each other. Letters by the hundreds were 
involved. One of the worst violators was a university professor. 
Another was a wealthy lumberman in New York. Subsequently 
some of these people were indicted and tried for sex crimes in uptown, 
in city hall, and were sentenced there. We convicted, I believe, if 
I recall correctly, somewhere between 16 and 20 of them. 

Out of all of that, however, that was all noncommercial, all non- 
profit, but the thing spread from 1 or 2 letters to as many as 100 
letters, that was the unusual thing about it because one would give 
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the names of others and then others and others, and it just went on 
and on and they seemed to get some enjoyment out of seeing how 
many letters they could write. 

However, during the course of that investigation we did run across 
a case here in Philadelphia where we found a great deal of material 
being mailed in from Canada. This was an organization, a club, 
i think it was called the Daughters of Aphrodite, or some such name, 
You joined the club and you were sworn never to divulge where you 
received your information from or where you got your correspondence 
from. 

We found that the letters and stories involved in letter form were 
written on very expensive paper. We found they were all mailed, 
originated in Canada and were printed in Norfolk, Va., and even- 
tually mailed into Philadelphia. 

Of course those are the things that create the difliculties from the 
Federal attorney’s standpoint as to where to pinpoint the prosecution. 
Today we could have prosecuted anywhere in the United States and 
perhaps we could have done something in Canada. At that time we 
could not because they were mailed from Canada and the only law 
we had was one which made it a crime to deposit them in the mails 
of the United States. 

But out of all of it that was the only commercial enterprise. 
Profit wasn’t mentioned in the arrangement except the club member- 
ship. Each person had a number which corresponded with their 
name. Tlowever, we assumed that it was commercial because of the 
expense involved, the expense of paper, mailing, and so forth. 

At the same time that we were doing that the postal authorities 
came to us and said they were completely frustrated by, at that time, 
thousands upon thousands of letters coming into Philadelphia, and 
you have had a great deal of testimony on that. It would be no use 
to repeat it here. So that we realized at the start that we could not 
obtain convictions because they were all mailed outside of Pennsyl- 

vania and all came in here. However, we felt that something might 

be accomplished through a grand jury investigation. At that time 
the grand jury was in charge of jae Francis van Deusen, who 
cooperated with us a great deal—so did the entire Postal Depart- 
ment—and we subpenaed 22 witnesses, and we just had reams and 
reams of filth such as you see over here. 

Asa result of that they made a presentment to the court and that 
was sent to the Department of Justice in Washington, and shortly 
thereafter, of course, the act was amended so that now it provides that 
we can prosecute where they use the mails rather than deposit. In 
my opinion that has been the greatest achievement in Federal prose- 
cution that has come up in many, many years. 

The question arises as to what about the future. In my opinion, 
for what it is worth, the Post Office Department does an admirable 
job. Like most Federal agencies, they could probably have more help 
and do a better job. But their cooperation with our office has been 
outstanding. I could tell you of hundreds of cases where they have 
brought letters in and we have discussed them, and my assistants have 
discussed them and we have said, “Well, there is just nothing we can 
do about it; it isn’t a case in which we can get a prosecution.” We 
know the history of these cases. 
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Another leading case came right out of Philadelphia, the Wornick 
case, Which Judge Goodrich wrote the opinion in in the third circuit, 
in which we got. a conviction, where the facts were that the man had 
advertised that he would supply obscene pictures, and that decision 
stands today and is an outstanding decision. It will be the controlling 
factor in a case in New York today against the Pigalle Imports Co., 
which has sent thousands of letters into Philadelphia. They have 
been indicted there in a 39-count indictment and will undoubtedly, in 
my opinion, be convicted and this ornick case will be a controlling 
case. 

So that I say, looking at it from a Federal prosecutor’s standpoint, 
[ think progress has been made. I think we are making more. I 
think what this committee is doing is probably one of the finest things 
that could happen in this area. a — in this area we are far ad- 
vanced in comparison with other areas, because I know in a great 
many areas of the United States ae simply pay no attention to 
obscene violations. I mean they may now that the law has changed 
to using the mails but at the time of depositing they paid no attention 
because they knew as soon as they brought prosecution against that 
man he would be in the next State or next district the followi ing day 
and do it there. 

I don’t know what I can add tothat. I would be happy to answer 
any questions which the committee has. I think progress is being 
made. Ithinka great deal more ts needed. I think cities and States 
have got to pass rigid laws and I think if they would all follow the 
pattern that we have had here in Philadelphia to keep on top of this 
thing all the time, I think that it can be checked. 

That is my only comment. 

Mrs. Granawan. Mr. Wood, what under the circumstances would 
you say is the most effective means of combating this pornography ? 

Mr. Woop. I think strong city ordinances. I think the legislature 
of our Commonwealth has to sit down and study this decision that I 
referred to, other decisions, and come up with an act that will stand 
the test of constitutionality, which I am sure they will do. I frankly, 
Mrs. Granahan, I frankly could not recommend at this time a Fed- 
eral law that would help the situation as far as my office as-a prose- 
cutor is concerned. Within the framework of the Post Office De- 
partment I do think that perhaps careful limited censorship might 
help but I don’t think it cures the problem agains the 10 or 12 bad 
violators in this country and we all know who they are. Every 
single one of them. They are the same ones all the time. Because as 
soon as you put a censorship on them in New York they are going to 
be in Boston or they are going to be in San Francisco or Chicago or 
somewhere else. Because they only have to operate for a few days 
and they have made a small fortune. 

Mrs. GraNAHAN. Do you think effective State legislation is possible 
in view of the constitutional limitations? 

Mr. Woop. Very definitely. The Supreme Court says that in its 
very unusual decision. With six concurring opinion there is not one 
justice there that says that legislation cannot be enacted which will 
meet the test of constitutionality although Justice Douglas and Jus- 
ice Black say as a matter of constitution: al law the ‘y doubt very much 
the advisability of censorship by the State. They believe that the 
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prosecution should come after the act rather than before. In other 
words that, for instance, in the case of the “Lady Chatterley’s” pic- 
ture that the prosecution should come when the picture was shown 
rather than saying in advance, “You cannot show that picture,” 
which is a legal technicality in my opinion but it is a deep constitu- 
tional problem. 

Mrs. GranaHAN. It seems to me, Mr. Wood, the difficulty in a bill 
is the word “obscene.” You can’t use the word “obscene.” 

Mr. Woop. That is right. You have to come within the Hoth case, 
the Albert case and this most recent AHingsley case. It can be done 
but you cannot legislate against what they attempted to do here, you 
cannot legislate against the idea. The idea in that movie was that 
adultery was an acceptable thing. And some people thought that 
was a bad idea. SodoI. But you cannot under our Constitution say 
because you have an idea that is wrong, if you disagree with that idea. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. Do you recall that that 1958 amendment known as 
the Venue Act under which now you can prosecute came out of the 
hearings of our subcommittee ? 

Mr. Woop. Wonderful. I am glad to hear it. I was certainly 
happy when it came out. So was every other U.S. attorney, because 
this situation in New York, Madam Chairman, this situation in New 
York, with this Pigalle case was the first big case we had since that 
act was passed and since our grand jury investigation. Then all of a 
sudden into Philadelphia members of the bar were getting these 
things, the head of one of our great civic organizations got one. I 
could mention any number of people in Philadelphia got these things 
from Pigalle imports. Well, under that law we could have prosecuted 
them here. However, in New York they had a much better case and 
this time they agreed to prosecute, and as I say, they come up now 
with a 39-count indictment. I think when that is over we will have 
a few of these fellows out of the way. 

Mrs, GRANAHAN. Thank you, Mr. Wood. 

Any questions, Mr. Scott. 

Mr. Scorr. No questions. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. Mr. Oliver? 

Mr. Ontver. I would like to ask a few questions. 

Mr. Woop. Go ahead. 

Mr. Ottver. I notice in your prepared statement, Mr. Wood, on the 
last page, you say something to this effect : 

Particular concentration as to the adequateness of existing statutory stand- 
ards of obscenity appears to be in order so that some remedy can be found to 
meet the source of those materials passing through the mails that are directed 
to the purely sadistic form of influence. 

Mr. Woop. Yes. 

Mr. Ontver. Do I gather from that that you think the definitions 
of obscenity should be widened in their scope ? 

Mr. Woop. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Oxtver. Have you any ideas along that line? 

Mr. Woop. I am glad you brought that up. I didn’t want to take 
the time. This thing over here, Fetish magazine, we had document 
after document mailed ovt by a man whom our investigation revealed 
that he has spent 30 years determining what type of picture was 
most acceptable either to an adolescent or a pervert. You could look 
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at one hundred thousand of those pictures and there is absolutely 
nothing obscene about them. Women and men are fully clothed but 
it is the way they are acting, what they are doing, where you have one 
woman whipping another one. You have a woman with heels that 
high and wearing certain paraphernalia such as belts. You have 
a picture of a woman with a dagger through her chest, fully clothed. 
But these pictures—and they come under that heading of fetish, 
masochism, sadism, and that sort of thing—to my way of thinking, 
and the grand jury so thought, and so did our psychiatrist think that 
basically they were just as harmful, if not more harmful, than 
your actual obscene picture. But to look at them there is absolutely 
nothing obscene about them, but the history showed that this man 
year after year more carefully arranged those pictures so they would 
draw greater demand from the unfortunate people that sent the 
money 1n. 

Mr. Oxtver. Would you as an individual attorney, not in your offi- 
cial capacity particularly, be willing to furnish this committee with 
some ideas that you may have as to suggested language to meet this 
situation ? 

Mr. Woop. I would be happy to. It is going to be difficult because 
it is not obscene. I make reference there, and I am sure the Post 
Office Department has thousands of them from this Toms River group 
where we estimated within a very short time they made a profit of 
$150,000. They never send out anything that would be such as the 
Nudist or these over here or anything like that. The most innocent 
picture imaginable but they were carefully done by a man who spent 
years on it so that they appealed to that type of man and it is a very 
serious matter. 

Mr. Otrver. I hope if you have the time and care to do it, at least 
for my own satisfaction 1 would like to have any suggestion that you 
have. I would be happy to. I am glad you brought it up because 
I think that is one of the things that is completely overlooked in this 
problem. 

One other question, Madam Chairman. Do you think the criminal 
penalties under the existing postal laws, so far as the mailing of these 
obscene materials is concerned, should be increased ? 

Mr. Woop. Yes, sir, I very definitely do. 

Mr. Otiver. Do you have any ideas along that line that you care 
to suggest ? 

Mr. Woop. That is a touchy question because whenever a person is 
convicted or comes in on a plea of guilty there are so many other 
factors it is hard to lay down a standard. Particularly in this field 
because as we found you can trace all this back to about 12 or 14 
people that have just through one corporation or another been getting 
away with it year after year after year. 

Mr. Oxiver. You have to reach them through a prison term or 
sentence. 

Mr. Woop. That is the only thing that will stop them. Money 
won’t stop them, not the way they make profit. 

Mr. Ouiver. I would be very happy, unofficially, if you will make 
some suggestions. 

Mr. Woop. I don’t know whether I would want to commit myself at 
this time, whether to go as far as we go in the Drug Act, where it isa 
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compulsory prison sentence, or not. That is a very questionable thing. 
However, I do think it should be very severe, very severe penalties. 

Mr. Outver. Thank you very much. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. I agree with you, Mr. Wood. Would you furnish 
the committee with some of your comments? 

Mr. Woop. Happy to. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. We will be happy to havethem. 

Mr. Wallhauser? 

Mr. WatiHauser. I have no questions except I wish to say, Thank 
you, Mr. Wood. 

Mrs. GranaHaM. Mr. Wood, it has been very enlightening testi- 
mony and I appreciate your coming, talking your time. 

Mr. Woop. I appreciate your asking me to come here. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Woop. Thank you. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. Our next witness is Mrs. John J. O’Shea, com- 
munity representative from Chestnut Hill. 


STATEMENT OF MRS. JOHN J. O'SHEA 


Mrs. O’Suea. Madam Chairman and gentlemen, like most citizens 
of this country, I am grateful for the opportunity to be heard by the 
Representatives in Congress of the people of our 50 States. In fact, 
I speak the concern of a small segment of these people, but I am sure 
that you who have been sitting for the past few months taking testi- 
mony on the subject of obscene literature passing through the U.S. 
mail know, or are coming to realize, that what I and others “who appear 
before you state is ec hoed and reechoed by all thinking Americans 
who are concerned with the moral strength and social good order of 
our country. 

Let me say by way of background that I am here solely as a house- 
wife and a mother. In that capacity for the past 12 years, I have 
“tended to my knitting,” so to speak, and have not t: aken part in com- 
munity activities to any large extent for the very simple reason that 
time commitments for four youngsters simply does not permit it. So 
that what I have to say to you this morning has been thrust upon me 
from outside my home by an awareness that only the most thoughtless 
could ignore. 

In the past 2 years my three older children have been in school and 
having only one child at home who is now 3 and can be tucked under 
my wing and taken most anyplace where I would h: ave to go, I have 
joined the Water Tower Recreation Center Mothers’ ( ‘lub, where I 
serve on the board, and Our Lady of Good Counsel Guild, which mem- 
bership has also honored me with a place on its board of directors, and 
the Chestnut Hill Catholic Women’s Committee, which has just distin- 
guished me with its presidency. In the sense that women and mothers 
join together to discuss mutual problems in homemaking and child 
rearing and current events which influence our daily lives, I represent 
these groups, which number approximately 500 women and 3,000 
children. 

Now, just for those who choose to be among that bewildering group 
who actually cannot see filth and obscenity in the open market today, 
let me say that the statistics which have been presented to you by : 
long line of witnesses confirm that the dissemination of pornographic 
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and obscene literature is a $500 million business. Obviously, people 
aren’t spending that amount of money on something which doesn’t 
exist. 

There are those who admit that such dangers as obscene literature 
and immoral or suggestive motion picture and TV fare do exist, but 
feel they are personally unaffected by such and so assume that the 
majority of the population of our country are similarly not really 
affected, so where’s the harm ? 

Let us assume for the moment that this actually is the case: that 
some people are of such moral fiber that they can read and be enter- 
tained indiscriminately without having their imagination fired beyond 
the bounds of their own personal self-dise ipline. This does not alter 
the fact that there are those who are affected, and statistics which 
you have heard in Washington and here last Friday and this morning 
on crime and the increase in crime prove this. 

No man stands alone in this world, no matter where he lives in it. 
We are all interdependent upon one another and the strong in this 
country bolster and strengthen the weak. We do not exploit and 
trample and desert the we: ak as the strong are wont to do under other 
ideologies under which some of our fellowmen must live today. That 
the weak are affected by such obscene literature is unquestionable. 
There is no room for debate. The weak include our children, whose 
basic philosophies and judgments are in a formulative and formative 
stage. And I must say it does not include only children, either. We 
have many, many immature adults. 

The eminent jurist, Oliver Wendell Holmes, stated, “Man’s mind, 
once expanded to receive a new idea, will never again return to its 
former proportions.” An obscene picture, once imprinted on the 
young mind, is never wholly erased. It will stay there long after 
the original is destroyed, and recurrently present temptations. We 
expect our children and young people to gain their understanding, 
knowledge, and education in literature, history, and the sciences 
through reading—the primary tool of study. Why should we expect 
less than the same lasting effects from printed material on obscenity 
and pornography ? 

The training and development of the child’s mind bends to its in- 
fluences. You can have a child, perfect in all respects, distorted for 
life by the effects of nothing other than pornographic literature. In 
our own community, we have all grieved over the loss of talent and 
potential embodied in a lad whose commisison of a heinous crime 
was traced primarily to one outside influence in an otherwise normal 
life, schooling, and environment for a family in our community. 
One outside influence, pornographic literature. And Dr. Frignito 
this morning testified to that. If it only happened this once—and 
of course we all know this isn’t the case—wouldn’t it create sufficient 
need on our part to do what we could to make it as nearly impossible 
as practicable for such crimes to occur through pornographic mo- 
tivations? 

This, Mrs. Granahan and gentlemen, is not an appeal on behalf 
of “do-gooders” who are aroused by a need for self-aggrandizement 
by shouting down the “baddies” of this world. We can see the firmest 
foundations of our civilization shaken. How many civilizations have 
been thrown off balance by demoralization of the populace and lack 
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of self-discipline? In the course of history, each civilization which 
has fallen, fell from within; from the decline of its individuals who 
found personal self-discipline too great a price in payment for a 
decent way of life, and self-delusion too sweet a deceiver to relinquish. 

And where does such imbalance begin? It begins with laxity: 
laxity in respect, laxity in judgment, laxity in responsibility. Lest 
you mistake that I am refering to civilizations long since dead, I 
direct your attention to our present day. Demoralization of indi- 
viduals and their social practices has led whole nations to falter in 
the path of conquerors who walked in and took them over because 
the moral fiber of the people allowed a so-called unbridled liberalism 
to infiltrate their governments and make it possible for them to be 
amenable to convictions that coexistence with immorality is possible 
for people who are “not affected by immorality”—so they believed. 
There had been no room in their thinking, up to their conquest, that 
they may in fact be personally affected by the beginings and eventual 
inevitable endings of immorality. Today, both their voice and their 
liberalism is muted. 

May I direct you back for a moment to the beginnings of imbalance 
in civilization; to the laxities of which I spoke. Laxity in respect, 
lack of respect for government and the processes of law, is a prime 
occasion for any crime because it means that the Government is func- 
tioning to a lesser degree than the purpose for which it was instituted. 
Now, government receives its authority from the individual family 
units of the country, whose source of authority is from God. Govern- 
ment does not exist under any other circumstances except that, for 
the protection of its rights, the family cedes its authority to the Gov- 
ernment so that the mnay are protected from the abuses of the few. 

I wish to digress here just for a moment to point out we have no 
better example of the few abusing the many than the subject matter 
under discussion and under consideration here before this committee 
now. I was reading an article in the Federal Register, I believe, by 
Paul Halleck. He was discussing an article on the boom in pornog- 
raphy. 

In this article he stated that this $500 million business, if you broke 
down the number of people involved there are only a few dozen pub- 
lishing firms, perhaps employing, let us say, 500 people, and about 
a thousand runners or distributors of this information. 

Imagine, millions and millions of people being affected by 1,500 
people. Think about the profit involved—$5 million split up among 
1,500 people. 

We seem to have become so sluggish in our basic thinking that some 
of our leaders appear to have lost sight of the reason for which the 
Government was established. They appear to believe that, in the 
laws against obscenity, protection, rather than being for the many, 
is for the few who wish to make a dollar regardless of the damage 
done by the dissemination of filth and obscenity. Concerning these 
few our Philadelphia Inquirer last Sunday a week ago stated 
editorially : 

It does not take much imagination to foresee to what lengths these scoundrels 
will go if they enjoy immunity from prosecution * * * degradation of morals 
and warping of pliable young minds would take a tragic toll. 

Complaints at times made by the judiciary of a lack of respect and 
regard for government may in fact be a lack of confidence of the 
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people that the judiciary understand our way of life and their reason 
for being. 

I might also add here it might also be a real lack of respect on the 
part of the people for the laws that created that judicial system. 

Another laxity we mentioned was laxity in judgment. I am sure 
that I am not the only person in this country who finds himself won- 
dering whether or not our judicial system has suddenly been afflicted 
with an attack of feeblemindedness. This may seem a blunt expres- 
sion, yet temperate as compared with the concern which the average 
layman is beginning to have in the exercise of judicial latitude which 
is being demonstrated in our courts today. Some jurists seem to be 
laboring under the misapprehension that they have been given a license 
to protect those who would violate family rights. This fetish for 
false liberalism which a certain number of them display in their 
opinions these days raises a question as to their capacity to properly 
interpret the will of the people from whom they get their authority. 
No one save the superficial—the same dilettante who a few years ago 
saw no menace in communism—seems to have any difficulty in dis- 
tinguishing between filth and art. 

This concern is even evidenced by criticism leveled by the American 
Bar Association in their conventions that the courts are no longer 
competent government agencies. I appreciate that the purpose of 
this hearing is not a forum to attack the judiciary. But you people 
can, out of these hearings, establish a body of law with a legislative 
history surrounding it, which leaves no question but that what you 
formulate into ameliorative legislation is the will of the people, the 
fount of all governmental authority. 

Now as to our last laxity—the laxity of responsibility. It is a 
crime of which most of us are guilty for there is more that we all can 
and should do. Our responsibility goes not only to the weak of this 
land but to the foundations of our society which are no stronger than 
are we as individuals. Even—and I might say parenthetically “at 
last’—many of our Nation’s Jeaders are becoming concerned over 
the lessening of the moral values of our people. 

Gov. Adlai Stevenson, addressing, I believe, the Army War Col- 
lege a few months ago, maintained that our Nation was becoming 
“sluggish.” This same anxiety has transferred itself from the con- 
cern of our religious leaders to, as you know, the anguish of our 
political leaders. 

This attack on obscene literature going through the mails is not 
a concern aside and apart from a good social order. It is rather 
one factor of a much broader picture. The people who now violate 
existing laws on obscenity are scofflaws who attack the body of the 
law of this Nation to the same degree and in the same sense as other 
attacks on the body of the law through assaults upon other rights of 
the individual. . 

Members of Congress, as well as law enforcement agencies properly 
concerned about control of crime in other areas such as narcotics and 
kidnaping defeat their own purposes and ours when they pass strict 
and severe penalties for violation of the law in one field and leave 
loopholes in other transgressions. 

Proper law enforcement requires two things: (1) Speed in prose- 
cution; (2) severe enough penalty to be a deterrent. 














208 OBSCENE MATTER 


It is human nature that we will always have violations of law as 
long as the speed of prosecution and the penalty are not severe enough 
to be a deterrent: where it is more profitable to violate the law than 
to abide by it. Curtailment of obscene literature through the mails 

can only be effective when the penalty is so great as to “make it not 
profitable. Obviously people do want it; there is a market for it. 
That argument that “if the people don’t want to read, they wouldn’t 
buy” is not debatable. There is likewise a market for narcotics, an 
ever-broadening market; so broad that separate enforcement agencies 
of the Government are assigned the task of narcotics control. Fed 
eral, State, city, and police departments throughout the world all 
cooperate In controlling the use of narcotics and still the traffic con- 
tines and increases. It can hardly be said that anyone who buys 
narcotics doesn’t want them. Purveyors in written or pictorial filth 
are as guilty in their abuse of society as purveyors of narcotics— 
even more so, for a “reefer” of dope leaves physical effects for a few 
hours with psychological effects for a longer period. But an impres- 
sion upon a young mind once imprinted is never wholly erased. No 
appeal to the human mind lies dormant: It is either good or bad and 
so remains with us. And the most convincing and complet e demon- 
stration of the absolute truth of this statement lies in that, at the time 
of their recruiting process, it has been part and parcel of the Com- 
munist technique to propagandize free love, easy marriage, easier 
divorce, indecent literature, and all its ramifications; yet, at ‘the point 
of their conquest, their realization of the value of moral strength is 
evidenced by a tightening of marriage and divorce laws, the outlaw- 
ing of indecent literature and free love and such demoralizing influ- 
ences. These devices are used for recruitment and softening for 
potential conquests; but are withdrawn when conquest is accom- 
plished and they _- for social stability, economic production, and 
internal strength of a nation. The files of your own Un-American 
Activities emaaiibes bear witness on this point. Only this week 
Premier Khrushchev in an interview with seven Governors of our 
United States referred to family life and national morality in glowing 
terms. 

It has been the pattern of our Nation’s enemies to subvert. from 
within, weakening the moral fiber of the countries which lie in their 
path. Narcotics and immorality have been common tools used to set 
up countries for subversion. Isn’t it rather naive to expect that the 
treatment which we would received should be any different? There 
has never been any war in the world’s history, no matter how scien- 
tifically and technically waged which didn’t eventually come down to 
man-to-man, person-to-person combat. If you don’t have men of the 
mental and moral fiber to wage a winning battle for their country and 
that for which it stands, we are indeed a lost civilization. 

If it is not patently clear that our way of life is being undermined, 
we have passed the stage where we can do anything effective about it. 

As with most Americans, I feel there is always hope. You, Mrs. 
Granahan and gentlemen, are our hope. Give us legislation which 
can ban this threat from the mails as an initial attack on the larger 
problem. Make it so strong that it is just not profitable for the pur- 
veyors of filth to remain in business. It is a beginning and perhaps 
this good beginning can lead us into the broader fields of stronger 
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morality. Perhaps in history, ours will be one civilization strong 
enough, moral enough, and wise enough to turn undermining influ- 
ences into a rallying point from which a bulwark against deteriora- 
tion will rise to save us from the forces of self-destruction which 
threaten us. 

I thank you for your indulgence and I am at your services if I 
can be. 

Mrs. Granawan. Mrs. O’Shea, do you feel, and I am sure you do, 
that mothers, too, have a responsibility to see to it that obscene litera- 
ture does not ‘eet into the home ? 

Mrs. O’Suea. Certainly. Of course. But there are others beside 
my children who need the d: unger removed even more, those who are 
incapable of using better discretion and judgment in these matters. 
An infant, for example, « can be killed by the effects of an amount of 
nicotine in a single cigarette. That doesn’t stop him from reaching 
for it or stop a child from reac thing fora gun. A child can reach for 
information. In the two previous ex: imples, if a child is unready for 
handling cigarettes and is too young for information the results can 
kill him or render him useless to socie ty. We owe him the protection 
of the law. 

Of course it is my job, my job as a mother to see what I can do to 
keep obscene literature and immoral indecencies from my home. 

Personally Mr. O’Shea and I are giving everything we have to 
strengthen the bulwarks of decency that are Sean, Timothy, Kathleen, 
and Patrick O’Shea. It is our realization even now that their natural 
inclinations are to use good judgment in turning from anything which 
ever suggests immorality. But that does not relieve me of “the re- 
sponsibilities to my country’s morals generally. 

Mrs. Glockenspiel down the street from economic reasons may go to 
business during the day, leaving her half-grown children to their own 
devices. These same children are part of the fiber of the next gene- 
ration in which my children will have to live. The devices of the 
half grown are many in this day and age and we owe it to those whose 
judgments are not fully matured to relieve them of their decisions for 
which they are unready, which can lead to confusion and too often 
to the inroads to crime. 

I might say it is no consolation to me as a parent to have the choice 
as to whether my children will be the saree se or the victims of 
crime. But this decision, in its severity, can be lessened to the degree 
that this is one less problem with which the next generation will have 
to cope. And the responsibility is ours now in this generation to do 
what we can to give legislative protection to those who, without even 
realizing it, would bring upon themselves their own moral destruction 
and inevitably the destruction of all of us. 

Mrs. GraNAHAN. Mrs. O’Shea, in your different clubs that you 
belong to are the mothers aware just how widely spread this is? 

Mrs. O’Suea. I only have a little station wagon with which to 
bring people here. I have brought with me representatives of each 
of the organizations which I mentioned. But I am sure that even 
your questioning me doesn’t leave room for the fact that you certainly 
know that the country and the mothers and the fathers are aroused. 
I come here naturally and easily because I am a child of the House of 
Representatives, was reared there professionally speaking and began 
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my service there when I was 17 years old and was working for noth- 
ing. I ended up 10 years later as an officer of the House of Repre- 
sentatives and you will find me so listed under my maiden name in the 
Congressional Directory. But it is a difficult thing for some reason 
or other for our people to come before the Congress. They seem to 
stand in awe and seem to feel that they do not have the right to come 
here and let you know how they feel. 

I wish I had had more time to go out and let you know statistically 
how many people are behind me. I am not worried about that. I 
don’t think you are either. I think you know that there isn’t a mother 
or a father who is not genuinely concerned even if he doesn’t have the 
ability or know-how to come before you and tell you his heart, and 
I hope I speak it this morning. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. I certainly want to congratulate you, Mrs. 
O’Shea, because I think your remarks were practical, down-to-earth, 
and from the viewpoint of a mother, and that is what we are anxious 
to hear. I cannot help but be of the opinion that people can’t believe 
it is this bad. I didn’t believe it was this bad. 

Mrs. O’Suea. It is this bad. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. I was so aroused. 

Mrs. O’Suea. I have testimony of people that you cannot doubt. 

Mrs. GraANAHAN. Exactly. 

Mrs. O’Suxa. Statisticians, men who are working hard every day 
to bring about a constructive result. 

Mrs. GraNAHAN. That is very true. I think your statement was 
just fine and I know it will be in the record and very much perused. 

Mrs. O’Suea. I thank you for having me. 

Mrs. Grananan. Any questions, Mr. Wallhauser ? 

Mr. WatiHavser. I join with you. Thank you. 

Mrs. GranaHANn. Mr. Scott. 

Mr. Scort. I have no questions. 

I would like to commend and congratulate Mrs. O’Shea on her fine 
statement and say I agree with you. 

Mrs. O’SHea. Thank you, Mr. Scott. 

Mrs. GraNAHAN. Mr. Oliver. 

Mr. Ontver. Madam Chairman, I just would like to have it on the 
record that I know you very, very strongly endorse what you said 
and I appreciate very much the force of your presentation. 

Mrs. O’Suea. Thank you, Mr. Oliver. Thank you all. 

Mrs. GRaANAHAN. Thank you, Mrs. O’Shea. 

Our next witness will be Inspector Harry Fox, the commanding of- 
ficer of the Juvenile Aid Division. 

Mr. Fox. 


STATEMENT OF INSPECTOR HARRY FOX, COMMANDING OFFICER, 
JUVENILE AID DIVISION, PHILADELPHIA POLICE DEPARTMENT 


Mr. Fox. I apologize for the way the statement is. I typed it my- 
“on this morning so you would have my up-to-the-minute remarks on 
this. 

Mrs. GRaNAHAN. It is very easy to read, too. 

Mr. Fox. I do want to welcome you in behalf of the Police Depart- 
ment of Philadelphia. Certainly we know we are going to benefit 
from your appearance here as a House committee. 
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I also want to bring the regards of Commissioner Tom Gibbons, 
who is recuperating from an illness and therefore was unable to ap- 
pear. 

Mrs. GranaHAan. Thank you. 

Mr. Fox. I come before you not as one with a lot of theory or 
reading a lot of books but just to say in the past 5 years my men and 
women, because I have, the policemen have, interrogated and han- 
dled slightly over 100,000 boys and girls in trouble with the police 
and for the same 5 years I have been the commanding officer of the 
Philadelphia Police Morals Squad, which handles all sex cases, both 
adult and juvenile in the city of Philadelphia. So that in the past 
year we were forced to arrest over 300 boys and girls under 18 for 
sexual offenses committed in our city. 

I sincerely believe that all police departments in our Nation are 
concerned about the rise in sex crimes. The FBI figures show a 
steady rise since 1953. Forcible rapes, indecent and sadistic assaults, 
and indecent exposures are crimes that can be found in all neighbor- 
hoods—and the youths of these neighborhoods are being affected, both 
as victims and offenders. 

As a professional police officer I think my stand and the stand of 
practically all police could be epitomized by certain words written by 
J. Edgar Hoover when he said: 

I personally believe that pornography is a major cause of sex violence. I 
believe if we could eliminate the distribution of such items among impression- 
able school-age children we should greatly reduce our frightening sex crime 


rate. As a law officer I have no doubt in my mind that the most sensible and 
effective place to attack is through those who produce and distribute pornog- 


raphy. 

Those are the words of Mr. Hoover, and I am sure practically all 
police in the Nation concur with that statement. 

Law enforcement is very anxious to secure all new tools possible 
that can be used to prevent or combat the factors that lead up to sex 
crimes. I believe that obscene literature and pornographic pictures 
do contribute and often lead to the commission of these crimes. 

In police fields we refer to three different categories. We say it is 
a white material, gray material, and black material. 

Now, the white are the basic magazines that all of us read and 
enjoy. The black are those that are controlled by our statutes show- 
ing acts of intercourse and sodomy, and which the police prosecute 
and arrest at every opportunity. But the gray, of course, is the ma- 
terial that you find over here that are the type that fringes on the 
borderline under the cloak of art and health. This is a very difficult 
thing for police to control. 

Two questions are usually asked of me. 

One is does our youth actually buy, possess, or do they read this 
obscene type of material ? 

And secondly, does it affect or does it motivate, in police opinion, 
our youth to the various sex acts for which we must arrest them. 

First, let me more or less epitomize myself and narrow down very 
quickly—does our youth have access to this material ? 

I have many people come to me, a priest months ago asked me to 
investigate why several young boys and girls in his parish had re- 
ceived so-called specimen magazines. Of course in our investigation 
it was an out-of-town agency, they apologized and said some unknown 
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person had submitted the names of these 12-, 13-, 14-year-old chil- 
dren as prospective customers of these spicy magazines. 

A few weeks ago, myself, in a bowling alley while we were making 
our checks, saw a 13- and 14-year-old boy sitting in a corner reading 
this magazine very avidly. They told me they had picked it up when 
it had been discarded by some man and their intention was to take it 
home, secret it, take it over to show it to their friends at school and 
thus receive the status that comes with possessing this type of material. 

I don’t think you will ever convince me boys sitting in alleys reading 
sunbathing magazines are concerned with how the rays of the sun 
are going “to improve their bodies. I believe reading the material is 
going to ‘stimulate them for the various sex acts for which we appre- 
hend them. When we apprehend juveniles we search them. I wish I 
could lay before you all the obscene pictures that have been ripped out 
of magazines and valued as cherished possessions by these boys. We 
destroy them with a lecture and many times with an arrest. 

Actually, I think sometimes we are closing the barn door by taking 
them off them many months later when they had been well worn and 
wrinkled from passing around from boy to boy and gang to gang. 

Just in this week’s Time magazine I was reading last night of a 
new movie, “Anatomy of a Murder” coming up. ‘Quote the Time, 
these words are found, “In scene after scene the customers are bom- 
barded with such no nonsense words as ‘intercourse,’ — atlo- 
genesis,’ ‘sexual climax,’ and even the least barkbound ‘of spectators 
may find himself startled to see and hear in his neighborhood movie 
house extended discussions of what constitutes rape.” 

This is the type of thing that we are combating time and time again. 

As a veteran police officer, I not only say that our youth has access 
to this type of pornographic and lew d and obscene material but I say 
they are actually being bombarded with it and given every opportunity 
not only through the mail but through the stores in the lower neigh- 
borhood as well. 

Secondly, does it motivate our youth toward sexual crimes. 

I found one thing, that sexual deviates use this material to entice 
children, particularly young girls into sex acts, lulling them with 
the idea that nudity and sex ‘play are accepted practices. 

I have in my files a case involving a 62-year-old man who used this 
obscene material to seduce a 16-year-old, a 14-year-old girl, and a 10- 
year-old girl into sex acts and the deviations. 

I have cases of a man trying to entice a girl so small and so young 
they nicknamed her “Pe: nuts” by getting her to pose nude after ‘show- 
ing her this type of magazines and pornographic material. 

T have in my file 1 ‘ight here a vicious rape case of a man who went 
to see a Brigitte Bardot picture and was so aroused that he went out 
and committed ar ape. 

My men and I have questioned hundreds of these adults, these devi- 
ates and the juveniles involved and we believe, sine erely believe that 
this material acts as an aphrodisiac resulting in rapes, seductions, 
sodomy, indecent assaults, and indecent exposures. 

The Phil: adelphia Police Department were very pleased to have this 
fine congressional committee here in throwing the spotlight on this 
problem 1 not only in our city but in our Nation. We have been trying 
to do something about it. We have had a police briefing of the clergy 
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with the Philadelphia Council of Churches and so far over 350 
ministers have spent a day with the Police Department and one part 
of that day is with our morals squad and we show them this material, 
these magazines and show them most times for the very first time 
because many of our preachers had no idea that this type of material 
existed or was accessible to the public. Therefore, we have been able 
to add their protest from the pulpits against this type of material. 
We, of course, have worked in concert “with the district attorney’s 
office and citizens committees against obscenity and we made vigorous 
arrests wherever we found ev idence of the sex crime. 

But the most important technique in police work is always preven- 
tion. We have a lock your car program, asking people to lock their 
ears so they won’t have their automobile stolen. We have a lock your 
doors and lock your windows idea to put burglars out of business so 
their house will not be burglarized. 

We are anxious for you and for ourselves together as a team with 
all the citizens, the mothers, the organizations, to lock the mail slot 
against obscenity. We believe that this will help prevent sex crimes 
and be a real deterrent to this particular phase of juvenile delinquency. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. Mr. Fox, you mentioned that last year there were 
300 boys and girls under 18 arrested for sexual offenses. 

Mr. Fox. Yes. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. What was the youngest ever to come before you? 

Mr. Fox. I don’t recall. We start arresting boys and girls at the 
age of 7 in the city of Philadelphia. I had a determin ation whether 
or not to arrest a boy at night at the age of 5. Unfortunately, we 
instead referred it to the court. I would say in 1 this ¢: itegory of sex 
crimes we start approximately at the age of 12 toarrest. Because they 
are rather young there is probably no motivation. In this particular 

ase of the 10-year-old girl, we did arrest this girl because, more or 
aes for protection, r rather than prosecution in “this particular case. 
So that we have recorded cases of 10 years of age being arrested 
in sex crimes. 

Mrs. GRAaNAHAN. What would be the sentence, Mr. Fox, speaking 
about this man 62 years old that assaulted these children 4 

Mr. Fox. We charged him with contributing to the delinquency of 
minors, corrupting the morals of minors. 

Mrs. Grananan, Is ita very long sentence / 

Mr. Fox. If I recall correctly, this is strictly from recollection, I 
think he got a 5- to 10-year sentence from this, which some people 
think is very harsh but I don’t think it is enough. 

Mrs. Granauan. I don’t think so. 

But I think you, Commissioner Gibbons, and his staff have done a 
commendable job along with wie’ district attorney and his staff. I am 
very proud of Philadelphia. I don’t think there is a place in the 
country where they have gone forward like you have in combatting 
delinquency and trying to rid the newsstands and mails of this filth. 

Mr. Fox. I think we have a tremendous team approach here to many 
of our problems. 

Mrs. GRaNAHAN. You do and I think you are very well known and 
spoken of all over. 

Mr. Fox. Thank you, Mrs. Granahan. 
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Mrs. GRANAHAN. I am certainly very, very proud to represent 
a part of Philadelphia. 

Mr. Fox. Thank you. 

Mrs. Grananan. Mr. Scott, have you questions? 

Mr. Oliver? 

Mr. Wallhauser? 

Mr. Waxrtuavuser. I have no questions except to say I think the 
documentation the inspector gave us is very, very important because 
there are those who imply additional laws are not needed. We are 
convinced that they are and I think documentation such as you have 
given us helps that. 

Mr. Fox. Thank you, Mr. Wallhauser. 

Mr. Watiuauser. Thank you very much. 

Mrs. Granawan. Give my regards to the commissioner and wish 
him a very speedy recovery. 

Mr. Fox. I will do that. 

Mrs. GranaHAN. I think in view of the number of witnesses we 
have to still be heard it might be wise now to have a brief adjourn- 
ment for lunch. I do hope you will all come back. 

We will adjourn until 2 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 12:30 p.m., the hearing adjourned until 2 p.m. of 
the same day.) 

Mrs. GRaNAHAN. The committee will come to order. We will re- 
sume the hearings now that we have had a break for lunch. 

Our first witness will be the Honorable Leon Sacks, chief of regis- 
tration commission, who is representing the Jewish War Veterans. 


Mr. Sacks. 


STATEMENT OF HON. LEON SACKS, CHIEF OF REGISTRATION COM- 
MISSION, REPRESENTING JEWISH WAR VETERANS 


Mr. Sacks. Members of the committee, my immediate organization 
is the Jewish War Veterans National League, but at the same time 
for the record I want to say that I am the chairman of the State 
veterans commission of the State of Pennsylvania. I came after dis- 
cussing the matter with some people with whom I attended some of 
the State conventions in the last few weeks in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania. That includes the nine national organizations and other or- 
ganizations recognized by the State of Pennsylvania as genuine vet- 
erans’ organizations. So far most of them, have prepared resolutions 
to send on to the national organizations. 

I know the American Legion will go on record regarding this prob- 
lem Wednesday when they meet in Pittsburgh. The VFW having 
met here this week just went on record. The Jewish War Veterans 
have. I spoke in Johnstown at the Catholic War Veterans who 
strongly recommend legislation to prevent this. The Purple Heart 
and others have adopted similar resolutions, the reason being that 
they feel the trend in this country lately to permit the use of mails and 
other instruments for any purpose regardless of the effect it will have 
on the citizenry, especially as to morals and rights and so forth, has 
been in the direction of letting them do it. 

I think it is high time and the organizations do, that the Congress 
of the United States set a norm by which such matters can be deter- 
mined as either obscene or not. 
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In my opinion, and I say it from experience, having dealt with this 
subject especially in veterans groups, a lot of our troubles in this coun- 
try stem from the ability of people to read and do as they please re- 
gardless of whothoe it is good for the general welfare of our Nation. 

That seems to be the order of the day, rather than protecting as we 
do in many fields. Some people say that we have a right to do any- 
thing. 

We certainly haven’t the right to do anything that will affect the 
majority and the very institutions of our country. That seems to be 
the way a lot of courts are deciding these days. I feel that the Con- 
gress of the United States ought to take cognizance of this. And 
especially the Post Office Department ought ‘to be given power and 
real power to prevent these pieces of literature, that some call litera- 
ture and the courts call literature, in going through the mail. 

I think a lot of our juvenile delinquency y results from the right of 
anybody to read or buy on stands or get through the mail any of this 
filthy material. 

I think the Congress of the United States should make a step in 
that direction. I think it might help that. That is some of the think- 
ing that I heard at these conventions, especially from veterans who 
feel that the license to destroy the mind or the health or even the 
morals of the youth and even the people of America is not an inalien- 
able right. I think that Congress has a right to protect this the same 
as we do against pestilence and against invasion and so forth. It is 
just as strong a killer in my opinion of the power and the strength of 
America and its democracy to let those things go that affect the mind 
and at the same time not take action. I think Congress should do it 
and I think you are on the right track. 

Mrs. GranaHAn. It is the opinion, Mr. Sacks, of the veterans that 
we should have Federal law ? 

Mr. Sacks. Yes, ma’am, because the State laws at the present time, 
especially in view of the decisions that are coming down, the State 
laws, don’t seem to hold in their own local communities. 

For example, in Pennsylvania, the supreme court has said they 
ee have no censorship, have no right to even effect a system 
xy which you can ferret out these things being shown to not only 
children but also adults. 

I think that the only effective way is a Federal system. I have found 
that the individual State laws, because of the differences of opinion in 
many fields, are not effective because you can walk past into one State 
that is rigid and the courts decide that that is the law and you go 
maybe 50 “miles over into another State where people travel and buy 
anything you want. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. Do you think that possibly the courts have been 
a bit lenient with these purveyors ? 

Mr. Sacks. They have been more than lenient. I think our courts 
in this situation are trying to interpret the intention of the founders 
of the Constitution in ‘the. light of a privilege that is inalienable and 
important of democracy. 

I see nothing important to permit people to read literature or 
anything of that sort that affects the morals. 

It is just as much destroying the fiber of the Nation as paralysis 
or something else. 
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I think that our courts in interpreting that way are going far 
afield. In other words, they feel that it is all right to send anything 
of this type through the mail. 

Mrs. Grananan. Unfortunately, in some places in this country 
they do arrest them, have a trial by jury, and convict them but they 
give them a $500 or $1,000 fine and a year ’s probation which means 
nothing to those people because it is a $500 million racket. 

Mr. Sacks. Some of these mi igazines that they have on the stand 
are really big moneymakers all over the country. It is just like our 
Sunday jaws in the city of Philadelphia. A businessman don’t mind 
paying $4 to operate on Sunday if that is the fine. But if the fine 
is up and it is $100 and maybe $300 and $500 and then jail they will 
stop operating. It is the same thing w ith this. Fines never prevent 
and certainly won’t destroy the evil. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. Mr. Scott, have you any questions ¢ 

Mr. Scorr. No questions. 

Mrs. GranAHAN. Mr. Irwin? 

Mr. Irwin. No. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. Mr. Oliver ? 

Mr. Oxtver. Madam Chairman, I want to say this, having served 
in Congress previously with the gentleman, Mr. Sacks, I have a great 
deal of respect for his judgment in these things. 

Are you an attorney by any chance ¢ 

Mr. Sacks. Yes, an attorney. 

Mr. Outver. I do not seem to share this aversion that has been ex- 
pressed before this committee that the committee of Congress should 
not recommend provisions here that are too drastic, that may take 
on the nature to some extent of censorship. You do not feel the aver- 
sion that some of these witnesses have expressed here this morning / 

Mr. Sacks. You know, having been there, and I remember back in 
the days of 1938 when the Supreme Court bill was up, if you remem- 
ber, everybody said it was holy, to touch the Supreme Court, we must 
not increase the membership regardless of how they felt about it. 
have always felt that the direct representatives of the people in Con- 
gress and the Senate know as much about the welfare of America as 
nine men who are appointed for life. In my opinion, the Congress of 
the United States, and I think our forefathers in establishing this 
Government, you and I know it, have said that they shall be the makers 
of the laws and the Supreme Court shall be the interpreters of the law. 

I think that the legislative body has as much power and has as much 
thinking power in their body as the Supreme Court has in theirs. 

I cannot see that any evil comes from a legislative body made up, 
I would say, 75 percent lawyers, anyhow, are not just as good thinkers 
and protect the rights and the interest of people as nine men ap- 
pointed for life. 

Mr. Oxtver. So you would feel that this committee should be en- 
couraged to move ahead in this field ¢ 

Mr. Sacks. I certainly do, because all these decisions lately and that 
is what is beginning to bother me, all these decisions of 5 to 4, 5 to 4. 
Now, it seems to me they are just the aggregate thinking of five men, 
not the entire nine men. And tomorrow with new men on there you 
can have a reversal of the very thing. So the stability of the decision 
that has been advocated in the past in order to protect. the Supreme 
Court’s thinking is not as great as it was a number of years ago. 
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Mr. Roosevelt, if you remember, he was just the other way. He said 
that six or seven men acting together were destroying the legislative 
powers. Well, Congress came along and, I think wisely, left that 
issue alone. 

Now, again you come along and you are thinking on the subject you 
have a right to pass laws, you know what your people want, and you 
have as good thinking power as the Supreme Court. Which is right, 
a 5-to-4 decision of the Supreme Court today and a reversal tomor- 
row, or a decision of the Congress of the U nited States by a majority 
vote? I cannot see it. I think they are equal and we are both equal 
but they are not as sacred as some people want us to believe. 

Mr. Outver. Thank you very much. 

Mrs. GraNAHAN. Mr. Wallhauser ? 

Mr. Watiuauser. I have no questions but I certainly do want to 
commend you on a very forthright statement and I want you to know 
that we need strong voices like yours speaking, for the veterans of 
this great State. 

It is comforting to me to know that they are not only willing to 
defend us physically but they are also inte rested in the morals such as 
your resolutions seem to indicate. I only hope that when we legis- 
late—we will have trouble passing this legislation—but it will be a lot 

sasier if people like you will come to our aid and support us all the 
way down the line. 

Mr. Sacks. I will say this, that the veterans organizations are be- 
hind your efforts. ‘The VFW went strongly in support of strong laws 
dealing with obscenity while you were here. And one dissenter was 

Judge “Minton on the question of censorship. It seems peculiar to me. 
I point this out. We had censorship OK’d by the Supreme Court for 
many years in many fields. 1 wonder why it 1s so sacred in this field. 

Mr. Wautiuauser. Weagree with that. Thank you. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. Mr. Sacks, I would like to commend you and con- 
gratulate you in your very fine presentation and I am ‘delighted to 
know that the veterans are back of us all the w ay, because it is very 
important. It represents a great segment of America. 

Mr. Sacks. They are always interested not only in the defense of 
the country but the morals of the country, too. 

Mr. Watxiuauser. That is right. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Sacks. Thank you. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. Our next listed witness is Mr. Joseph F. Doyle, 
president, Philadelphia chapter, Knights of Columbus. Mr. Doyle 
was present this morning but could not return for our afternoon ses- 
sion. Mr. Doyle’s statement will be inserted in the record. 

Mrs. GraNauAN. Our next witness will be Dr. William Gray, 
pastor, Bright Hope Baptist Church. 


STATEMENT OF DR. WILLIAM GRAY, PASTOR, BRIGHT HOPE 
BAPTIST CHURCH 


Mr. Gray. May I stand here, Mrs. Granahan? It looks like a 
pulpit. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. Dr. Gray. 

Mr. Gray. Hon. Marshall Shepard asked me to apologize for his 
absence due to a slight accident to his hand. 

Mrs. GrananHan. Iam sorry to hear that. 
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Mr. Gray. He however, wanted you to know that he shares my 
thinking to a considerable degree, which I am representing in this 
report. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. Thank you. 

Mr. Gray. We who have the responsibility of helping to maintain 
and lift the religious and democratic ideals of our people find it 
difficult to exercise this responsibility in the fact of influences that 
tend to destroy the moral fibre of the Nation. 

Asa clergyman and a parent, therefore, I welcome your committee’s 
interest in the problem of obscenity, and I am grateful for your in- 
vitation to comment on this matter. 

There is abroad, as this committee is well aware, literature that 
clearly falls within the category of indecency. 

I sincerely believe that much of the obscene, objectionable literature 
that is sent through the mails could be easily and very clearly banned 
under a law which would precisely state in clear and unmistakeable 
language what is indecent. 

I would like to respectfully remind the committee, however, that 
this problem should not be approached emotionally. There is need 
to consider very carefully exactly what we want to accomplish, and 
how best to accomplish it without too great a sacrifice of other values. 

We must guard against the making of a law that would be so unclear 
as to form a type of censorship that would be demoralizing as well as 
detrimental to a free press. 

It seems to me that Government’s interest in obscene literature is 
the prevention of antisocial behavior. That is, to the extent that 
literature creates a clear danger of causing criminal behavior, Gov- 
ernment has a right and duty to establish curbs. 

Therefore, your committee has a right to place priority on studying 
objectively and throughly the question of cause and effect relation- 
ship between obscene literature and crime. 

It should be noted that in 1955 the American Civil Liberties Union 
published a study of comic books in relationship to the occurrence 
of criminal acts, which showed wide disagreement on the cause and 
effect question. 

A more recent study by a committee of Brown University psycholo- 
gists, reported in a bulletin published by the American Book Pub- 
lishers Council, shows that experts are no more agreed on cause and 
effect in the field of obscenity than they are in ‘the field of comic 
books. 

I recommend therefore that the committee continue its earnest 
efforts in this area by inviting the testimony of scientific experts to 
— iin as objectively and as scientifically as possible whether laws 

gainst obscenity will accomplish their objective, the reduction of 
crime and delinquency. 

May I also respectfully caution the committee not to permit our 
justifiable concern with pornography and obscenity blind our view of 
other established causes of juvenile delinquency and moral decay. 
Poverty and related parental neglect; discrimination and segregation 
are indeed among existing causes of delinquency that are of compell- 
ing concern to many segments of our population. 

at me say again that I fully believe that this committee ought to 
recommend a clearly defined Ine which would make it illegal to trans- 
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mit smut literature through the mails. However, we must emphasize 
the fact that such a law must be accompanied by a positive program 

on the part of the home, the church, the school, and the Government 
that will create a healthy environment with opportunities for the 
development of wholesome personalities that no vacuum will be left 
for filth to fill. 

Mrs. GranauwAn. Doctor, is it your opinion that obscene literature 
is a major factor in causing juvenile delinquency ? 

Mr. Gray. I would say “it is one of the factors. I stress that point. 
I certainly think it is a very important factor. I just hope, though, 
that in our discussion we recognize the many other related factors 
which I know you do. 

Mrs. GraNAHAN. Yes. I think it is one of the greatest contrib- 
utors to delinquency, though. 

Mr. Gray. It certainly is an important one. 

Mrs. GranaHAn. That these children can go to the stand and buy 
these filthy books. 

Mr. Gray. In certain segments of our community it is a very defi- 
nite deterrent. 

Mrs. GraNAHAN. I know absolutely what you are referring to. We 
do need slum clearance and urban development and better houses so 
that people do have the benefit of clean places to live in. 

Mr. Watiuauser. I just wondered, Doctor, in your pastoral work, 
have you come into contact with many of these magazines among 
your children ? 

Mr. Gray. Not directly. I know of their existence. It happens 
that I have pastored the church that is in the slums, so-called slum 
section of the city. It is now a redevelopment area. We anticipate 
it will be a much better area in the future. But in the past few years 
I have seen many evidences of it, parents have come to me and dis- 
cussed the problem and it has been a serious problem. 

Mr. Waxiuauser. Right. I think it shod be emphasized that 
one of the problems with these magazines is not only the nude pic- 
tures but also the fact that boys and girls can answer advertisements 
to get. more action photos than are shown in the m: igazines, and there 
is a danger that exists, because of the allowance of these magazines 
to go through the mail, other and more serious evidences of pornog- 

raphy will follow. 

Mr. Gray. Very definitely and there has been a great deal of exploi- 
tation of young people, especially young girls in our area through 
saloons and other places where this literature has been established. 
We know that as a fact. 

Mrs. GranaHan. You know about that and would like to see us 
legislate to prevent it ? 

Mr. Gray. Definitely. 

Mrs. GranaHAN. Doctor, I want to commend you on your very fine 
presentation. 

Mr. Gray. Thank you. 

Mrs. Grananan. I know it will be very helpful to us in the devel- 
opment of further legislation. 

Mr. Gray. Thank you. 

Mrs. GranaHan. Thank you. 
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Our next witness is Mr. Charles F. Gerhard, director, public rela- 
tions, National Council for Federation of American Citizens of Ger- 
man Descent, U.S.A 


STATEMENT OF CHARLES F. GERHARD, DIRECTOR, PUBLIC RELA- 
TIONS, NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR FEDERATION OF AMERICAN 
CITIZENS OF GERMAN DESCENT, U.S.A. 


Mr. Geruarp. May it please the members of the committee, 2 weeks 
ago at a meeting of the executive committee of the Federation of 
American Citizens of German Descent, the attention of the committee 
was called to the visit of this committee to Philadelphia during the 
week and it was unanimously resolved by the executive committee 
that official notice should be taken of the visit of your committee and 
that a message be left with the committee indicating the attitude of 
the men and women of the Federation of American Citizens of Ger- 
man Descent. 

So in preparing this message, which will be regarded as testimony, 
reference is made or will be made to the activities of organizations 
which likewise are comprised of members, men and women of Ger- 
man birth and descent in Americ: 

Our own organization is nondenomination: al, but in my memoran- 
dum I have noted the activities and referred to resolutions which | 
think were very inspiring showing that other groups have taken 
notice of this cancerous growth of so-called literature which I decline 
to classify as such and they have tried to fight the fight. 

Now they take great courage from the fact. that a congressional 
committee ‘has taken official if not judicial notice of this terrible 
floodtide of printed matter and so they are not only pleased, they are 
edified, and they are stimulated by the fact that this committee has 
come to Philadelphia and seen fit to devote some of its valuable time 
and bring to the attention of the general public the situation as it 
stands now. 

So I would like to go on with my written statement. 

The distribution of indecent printed matter, which has been grow- 
ing from year to year, has now reached the floodtide. 

What to do about it and how to do it could be answered by the 
activities of your committee. 

Since so many groups of various religious and social standing and 
character appear to unite on the principle that such flood should be 
stemmed and stopped, there is wonderment as to why any other in- 
dividuals and groups who are in a position to help, stand aside in a 
spirit of apathy and indifference. 

It has been said by so many prominent authorities and in so many 
ways, the devastating effect this printed matter has on the youth of 
our country, one is timid to suggest additional remedies or cures for 
this evil. 

When a populace is aroused to a danger of a known enemy, there 
is no lack of response to the clarion call for defenders. Is it any less 
important then that, having been confronted with the danger this 
printed matter has upon the youth of our country, that we should not 
show the same sincerity, alacrity and the same earnestness in repel- 
ling this common enemy ? 
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Armed with previous experience, we believe we can say to your 
honorable committee with some degree of confidence, that this battle 
‘an be won. It is a well-known: fact in the examination for appli- 
‘ants to the Armed Forces of the United States that the recruiting 
officers were compelled to reject a high percentage of young men be- 
cause of physical impairment due to self-indulgence. 

Many organizations, covering a period of years, have protested 
the publication and distribution of obscene printed matter. They 
were powerless to carry out any mandate because there was lacking 
the sympathetic response of a disinterested public. At the present 
time we are confident that this lack of interest and apathy, gradually 
disappearing, will give place to an attack along the entire line. 

That your honorable committee will have support in your undertak- 
ing could certainly be volunteered, if not guaranteed, by organiza- 
tions with which we are familiar. 

In the neighboring State of New York, we cite the work of the 
New York Branch of the Catholic Central Verein of America. The 
parent organization, with headquarters in St. Louis, is now in its 103d 
year and will hold its annual convention this year in San Francisco, 
July 28 to August 4. 

In a report of legislative activity in the State of New York, for the 
vear 1956, Mrs. Laura L. Schilling, legislative chairman, noted that 
her group had supported senate bills Nos. 1160, 1164, 1165, and 1166 
and companion assembly bills introductory Nos. 1543, 1544, 1545, 
and 1546, which would amend the penal law of the State of New Y ork 
as follows: 

(a) By making it a misdemeanor to distribute circulars or notices of offering 
to sell any book, magazine, pamphlets, still or motion picture represented as 
being obscene. 

(b) By fixing penalties for sale or distribution of obscene literature as second 
or third offense. 

(c) By authorizing the seizure of equipment used in photographing, produc- 
ing, or projecting obscene pornographic still or motion pictures. 

(d) By prohibiting sale or distribution of obscene, sadistic literature, also 
literature advocating sexual perversion. 

They are the four pieces of legislation that this group supported. 

What the New York State branch did in 1956, we know will be 
repeated in 1959. 

The stand against this widespread distribution of objection: ible 
printed matter was noted by the National Catholic Women’s Union 9 
years ago in its convention in Quincey, IIL, in August 1950. This con- 
vention. adopted a resolution headed: “A grave menace to the morals 
of youth.” 

The resolution is in three parts. I will read it partially. 

On every newsstand there is to be found a large display of cheap pocket-size 
books, magazines, and comics with salacious covers, suggestive of immorality. 
The alluring stories teach evil doctrines diametrically opposed to Christian 
moral teaching. The first page summary of one of the books states: “Ruth’s 
best friend was her Uncle Ben, who taught her that whatever her instincts tell 
her is right, that is right.” But Holy Writ (Gen. VII: 21) warns us: “The 
imagination and thoughts of man’s heart are prone to evil from his youth.” 
The vendors of these books and magazines tell us that they are eagerly read by 
adolescent boys and girls. It is useless to endeavor to stem the tide of immo- 


rality, when these floodgates of moral filth open up on youth whose passions 
are ever on the upsurge against restraint. 
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The second paragraph—and this is a hopeful trend in the resolu- 


tion now: 

Conscientious owners of newsstands are known to bundle up these filthy books 
and magazines and after 1 month to return them to the publishers with the 
statement ‘“‘no sale.” Due to strenuous protests, the Union News Co. ordered the 
removal of two of these books from their stands. Ata time when there is almost 
a universal conspiracy against purity and chastity, when the press daily reports 
sex crimes, it is inconceivable that mothers should connive at the reading by 
their boys and girls of books and magazines which inspire contempt for angelic 
virtue. 

The third portion of the resolution, and I call the attention of the 
members to a couple of lines nearing the end of the resolution which 
I think are rather forceful. The third portion reads: 

The members of the National Catholic Women’s Union rise in indignation and 
assume the leadership in a crusade, suggested by our national weekly, America, 
pledging themselves to do their utmost to warn mothers to censor the reading of 
their adolescent children, and by strong protests to the publishers of such books 
and magazines, and to the proprietors of newsstands and drugstores, to return 
this vile flood to the infernal regions from which it has come forth. 

That is the end of the third paragraph of the same resolution. 

And concluding, we would like ‘to say to the distinguished mem- 
bers of this committee that the men and women of the Federation 
of American Citizens of German Descent in the U.S.A., Inc., with 
branches in a number of States, condemn this traflic in vicious printed 
matter and we pledge to your committee, with all the resources at our 
command, that we will stand behind the committee without a break 
in our rank, in your efforts to put on the statute books of our Nation 
the type of legislation which your committee will recommend. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. Thank you, Mr. Gerhard. 

Will you please advise your various committees of German descent 
that we appreciate your effort and cooperation to help us get the 
proper laws on the statute books. 

Mr. Geruarp. I wanted to just refer briefly, without making any 
remarks that here is a handbook of the proceedings of the 95th annual 
convention of the Catholic Verein of Ameri ica and the 34th annual 
convention of the National Catholic Women’s Union, which hold 
joint conventions every year and have for nearly 100 years. 

It was at this national convention of the Catholic Women’s Union 
that this resolution that I have just read was adopted. 

I wanted to call the committee’s attention to the fact that these 
men and these women mean business. They feel, I think I have said 
in my opening remarks, they feel that w ith this committee taking 
the initiative that they will naturally throw all their resources behind 
the work of this committee and I know that this commitee will be 
edified and certainly will find a great deal of solace in the fact that 
these men and women will battle right down to the end of the line with 
your committee to stop this distribution of filth. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. Thank you, Mr. Gerhard. 

The next witness is Mr. Milton A. Eisenberg, president, Philadel- 
phia Public Relations Association. 
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STATEMENT OF MILTON A. EISENBERG, PRESIDENT, PHILADEL- 
PHIA PUBLIC RELATIONS ASSOCIATION 


Mr. Etsensperc. Madam Chairman, members of the committee, I 
am president of the Philadelphia Public Relations Association, an 
organization consisting of 170 public relations practitioners in Phil- 
adelphia. 

First we would like to extend on their behalf my compliments to 
Mrs. Granahan and this fine committee for the outstanding job you 
are doing in this cause and also extend the statement of our organ- 
ization. 

If there is anything we can do to assist we will be most happy to 
help you. 

We have a very brief statement which I will read if I maybe per- 
mitted to do so. 

Public relations employs the various media of communications in 
a constructive way. 

We who practice public relations daily are aware of the tremendous 
potential for evil which can be created by the improper use of com- 
munications. 

Among the most flagrant abusers of the protection afforded by the 
Constitution to the legitimate users of communications media are the 
disseminators of obscene pictures, literature, and other matter. 

As a group closely identified with the constructive use of com- 
munication media the public relations profession stands foursquare 
against the unscrupulous exploitation of these historic constitutional 
guarantees. 

Thank you. 

Mrs. Grananan. Thank you, Mr. Eisenberg. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. Our next witness will be Martin L. Fountain, 
county commander, Philadelphia American Legion. 


STATEMENT OF MARTIN L. FOUNTAIN, ESQ., COUNTY COMMANDER, 
PHILADELPHIA AMERICAN LEGION 


Mr. Founrarn. Madam Chairman, I will be very brief. 

I would like to state this, that the American Legion in Philadel- 
phia, probably the State, no doubt the Nation, will be 100 percent be- 
hind this committee in their efforts to curb the passage through the 
mails of this filth that we see on exhibit here. 

I do not know if a member of the VF W addressed you. He isa 
Mr. Capitola. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. No. 

Mr. Founratn. Let me state a brief incident that happened a couple 
years ago in Philadelphia. 

There was a magazine that came out with an almost naked woman 
who had an American flag draped over her lower extremities. Fortu- 
nately there was an old statute that guarded against the desecration 
of the flag. Through an institution of a private warrant this dis- 
tributor was hauled into court and before Judge Carroll was made to 
get rid of the magazines. 
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We feel that both civil and criminal penalties should be in any bill 
for this sort of business because being a defense attorney I know the 
greatest deterrent for a criminal is the threat of prison. They will 
stop their work more when a prison threat is held over their head 
rather than a civil penalty. Money is nothing to them. los make, 
goodness knows, a great ‘deal of money through this source and it 
would just be like a license to them, pay so much for akan So I 
think if you included criminal penalties » you could get the job done. 

I know you have an extremely difficult job to do. But when the 
time comes I can assure you that you will get all the support you need 
from the Philadelphia County American Legion and every veterans 
group, every civic group in this ¢ ommunity. 

I guess you know the work of Mrs. Craig, a wonderful woman. 

Mrs. Granauan. She testified on Friday. 

Mr. Founrarn. Yes, I was here and I heard her testify. When 
Mrs. Craig started her campaign to clean up these comic books, I can 
say without any reservation that ever y clvic community group in 
Philadelphia actually aided her, was 100 percent behind her efforts 
and we were fairly successful in that drive. It is purely voluntary on 
the newsstand’s part to get rid of this filth that they had purveyed 
through these comic books. 

Our State convention begins on Wednesday. No doubt there will 
be a resolution passed to that effect. If you want me to see that you 
get. a copy of that resolution I will be happy to see that one is sent 
ge acc 

Mrs. GRaANAHAN. I would like that very much. I was going to ask 
you if you would. 

Mr. Founratn. I will make it my business. 

In conclusion I note that you commended various witnesses. This is 
my first time before a congressional committee, and I saw how atten- 
tive each and every member was all during the hearing. It makes me 
feel very proud to know that we have people like yourself representing 
us in Congress. 

I think that the opponents of this bill should have a little more 
faith in their congressional committees and in their form of govern- 
ment. I think they should know better, that you are not here to 
trample on people’s rights but on the ¢ ontrary to protect them. 

Thank you very much. 

Mrs. GranAHAN. Thank you very much, Mr. Fountain, for that fine 
statement. 

[ will ask Mr. C. R. Jauchem, the committee staff member, to read 
into the record the statement filed by Mr. Doyle, Philadelphia Chap- 
ter of the Knights of Columbus and a letter I just received from 
Reverend Strong, pastor of the Winfield United Presbyterian Church. 

Mr. JAucHEM (reading) : 

The Philadelphia Chapter Knights of Columbus comprised of 34 councils in 
Delaware Valley area with a membrship of over 12,000 passed a resolution unani- 
mously at its regular meeting June 26, 1959, endorsing the bill introduced by Rep- 
resentative Kathryn E. Granahan, of Pennsylvania, to assist the Post Office ad- 
ministrative procedure in dealing with obscenity distributors and close the 
loopholes used by the purveyors to escape punishment. 

We wish to endorse the work and efforts of the subcommittee of the House 


Post Office and Civil Service Committee by throwing a spotlight on the wide- 
spread distribution through the mails of obscene and pornographic material. 
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In view of the testimony by Postmaster General Arthur E. Summerfield and 
others of the enormity of this traffic, beamed mainly at boys and girls, it has 
received only meager notice in the daily press. Some editors of the liberal school, 
in fact, seem to be out of sympathy with the investigation, viewing it as another 
threat to freedom of expression. We feet the Post Office has sought diligently to 
keep the mails clear of indecent matter and have learned that they have been sub- 
jected frequently to attack and ridicule by those who hope to profit personally 
from unrestricted mailings or by those, who, confusing liberty with license 
unwittingly give them assistance. 

From information secured we learn that commercialized pornography has 
grown by leaps and bounds in recent years and it is estimated that $500 million 
is realized annually through mail-order sales of such materials. We are also 
aware the complaints are flooding the Post Office Department at a rate of 
50,000 a year from clergymen, parent-teachers associations, school principals, 
and alarmed parents. We are also aware of the various schemes used by the 
purveyors of pornography to get the attention and interest of the teenage boys 
and girls and once they have aroused their curiosity they can keep them as po- 
tential buyers for years. They also use them to secure more names to add to 
their list as prospective buyers and in many instances material goes to inno- 
cent boys and girls unsolicited. 

Civil rights are indeed precious, and not to be trifled with. But isn’t it 
about time for the petti-lawyers to apply the simple rule of commonsense and see 
the problem for what it is? Free speech is our precious heritage, but its abuse 
also calls for prompt and decisive action, and in this matter of printed filth free 
speech and freedom of the press are not so much involved as befouled. 

To accept as morally inoffensive all that is legally unpunishable is greatly 
to lower our moral standards; civil legislation of itself is not an adequate stand- 
ard of morality. 

Our organization is comprised of many men who are raising families and are 
outstanding in civic affairs and their rights as citizens and parents should be 
protected. Their rights include freedom from intrusive obscenity, freedom from 
blatant interference with their direction and control of the education and 
training of their children and their rights as citizens to be protected from the 
serious social harm done to the community by obscene publications. 

We feel he task at hand is indeed a big one, it requires the aid of all right 
thinking people that this subcommittee is very capable to handle the situation 
and conscious of their obligation and will do all within their power to bring 
the required legislation to assist the Post Office Department to rectify this sad 
situation. 


Signed by Joseph F. Doyle, president, Philadelphia Chapter, 
Knights of Columbus. 

And a letter addressed to Mrs. Kathryn A. Granahan, chairman 
of the Postal Operations Subcommittee, from the Wynnefield United 
Presbyterian Church of Philadelphia. 


DEAR Mrs. GRANAHAN: The enclosed petition speaks for itself. The Christian 
community her certainly been aroused by the recent action of the State supreme 
court in declaring the long-established antiobscenity laws to be unconstitutional. 
It seems to me that of late our courts have leaned over backward to protect the 
seeming liberties of a small segment of society at the expense of society as a 
whole. Any law must constitute an infringement of somebody’s supposed right. 
I sincerely hope that through your good offices you will be able to introduce legis- 
lation that will be even more meaningful and enforcible than the old statute. 

Very sincerely, 
The REVEREND THEODORE STRONG WRAY. 

And the attached petition reads: 

We, the undersigned worshippers, assembled in the Wynnefield United Pres- 
byterian Church, Philadelphia, Pa., do hereby commend you for your fight 
against those forces which would destroy any moral and legal standards for 
literature and films and do urge you to expedite proper enforcible legislation 
to protect the people and youth in particular from the flood of obscenity and 
suggestive booklets and films. 


This is signed by 32 individuals. 
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Mr. Scorr. Madam Chairman, I understand there are no other 
witnesses. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. No, I believe not. 

Mr. Scorr. As we near the conclusion of these hearings I would 
like to say that I have been very much impressed, not only by the 
number but by the high caliber of the witnesses who have come here 
to testify. I feel that “the testimony dev eloped will not only be help- 
ful to the Congress in framing adequate additional legislation, but 
that it will tend to emphasize on the local level the gravity of the 
problem under investigation and result in better public understand- 
ing of its seriousness. 

I congratulate all of the witnesses for their manifest interest in 
this problem and you, Madam Chairman, for your very dignified 
and effective manner in which you have conducted these hearings. 

Mrs. Grananan. Thank you, Mr. Scott. 

Mr. Wattnavuser. Madam Chairman, may I make a short state- 
ment before you conclude? 

Speaking for the minority, I would like to say that you are most 
gracious and most fair as chairman of this committee and that we 
believe that under your chairmanship legislation will be brought 
out that will further help the Post Office Department in its battle 
against this obscenity and filth that we are flooded with and we com- 
mend the citizens of Philadelphia for the marvelous efforts that they 
have made to overcome this problem. 

Thank you very much. 

Mrs. GRaNAHAN. Thank you, Mr. Wallhauser. 

Mr. Irwin. I would like to add my agreement to both previous 
gentlemen’s remarks, Madam Chairman. 

Mr. Ottver. Madam Chairman, may I say in a very few words the 
great appreciation which I feel for the most constructive work which 
you have done in bringing the committee here and the most constructive 
contributions which have been made by the people of Philadelphia, the 
law enforcement agencies, the civic groups and everybody else who 
participated in these hearings. 

I cannot say it in such good words and express myself as well as 
I would like to but I would like to associate myself with what Con- 
gresman Scott and Congressman Wallhauser have already said, and 
congratulate the people of Philadelphia particularly fer the commend- 
able efforts and the work they are doing to help to bring about the 
realization of what this terrible menace is. 

Mrs. GRaNAHAN. Thank you. 

Mr. GeruArp. Before the committee adjourns, I wondered if you 
would permit me to introduce the president of the Hungarian Catholic 
League of America who has already written in a letter, but I would like 
the committee to recognize him. 

Would you come up, Mr. Noska. 

It has been my very great pleasure to know him and I want to pre- 
sent to the members of this committee a great hard-working man, not 
only in Hungarian relief but in the particular activity in which this 
committee is interested. 

Mr. Charles G. Noska. 

Mrs. Granauan. I have the pleasure of knowing Mr. Noska, and 
I know he does a great job. 
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Mr. Nosxa. Thank you very much. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. Have you filed a statement, Mr. Noska ? 

Mr. Nosxa. My letter will be my statement. 

Mrs. GRANAHAN. We will include if in the record. 

Mr. NosKA. I want to compliment all of you distinguished members 
of the committee. The type of job you are doing, not only the Ameri- 
can citizenry but our new Americans that have been coming in are 
looking forward to your leadership. 

In behalf of the many refugees, the thousands that have entered this 
country, I have had the oppor tunity of talking with, I would say at 
least 80 percent of them personally, and that is a lot of them, and 
many of them are surprised at the amount of trash that is available 
on public stands and available through the mail, and they pointed out 
that it was junk like that that was fed by the Communists to reduce 
morals over a period of time that sort of softens the people and they 
certainly hope that we will clean our house here. 

That is all I wanted to say, Madame Chairman. 

Mrs. GranawAn. Thank you. 

The statements of Mr. Peter Galante, national judge advocate, Cath- 
olic War Veterans of the United States, and Miss Virginia Howlett, 
member of the health and welfare council of the city of Philadelphia, 
and letter of Charles G. Noska, lay president, Hungarian Catholic 
League of America, will be filed in the record at this point. 

(The statements and letter follow :) 


STATEMENT OF Perer A. GALANTE, NATIONAL JUDGE ADVOCATE, CATHOLIC WAR 
VETERANS OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 


I, on behalf of the Catholic War Veterans of the United States of America, 
deem it a distinct privilege to appear before your committee to urge the passage 
of Federal legislation to control the flow of obscene literature and paraphernalia 
through the U.S. mails. 

Back in early 1956 our organization saw the menace of indecency about us 
and took affirmative steps to rid our newsstands of the filth that was being sold 
and exposed to our citizenry. In Pennsylvania in September 1957, we initiated a 
war on obscenity program wherein we contacted every prosecuting attorney in 
the State as well as police officials to take action against the purveyors of filth. 
There was an immediate and cooperative response. Ever since, we have con- 
tinued in our efforts and are at present undertaking a program, national in 
scope, to bring the problems home to all of our people. We are already in the 
process of circulating petitions among our citizens so that we may present to our 
legislators on all levels of government the strong desire of the people to have 
legislation passed which will have the necessary force and effect to obliterate 
this evil. 

The Catholic War Veterans have also encouraged the reading of decent litera- 
ture and we have encouraged our members, wherever possible, to supplant the 
obscenity with wholesome reading material. It is our considered opinion that 
those persons who are using the mails to circulate and distribute their smut and 
filth are on a par with a “junkie” of narcotics. Yes, we suggest to you that if 
these “junkies” of immorality are allowed to continue unmolested and uncon- 
trolled without strong Federal legislation that will mete out severe penalties, 
the minds of our people and especially our youth, like the physical being 
of the drug addict will be irreparably harmed. We respectfully urge you there- 
fore, in the best interests of our country to immediately propose such legislation. 
May I assure you that the Catholic War Veterans will work unstintingly for the 
passage of such legislation. 

The Catholic War Veterans of the United States of America commend you, 
Congresswoman Granahan, on your fine work. Thank you. 
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STATEMENT OF Miss VIRGINIA HOWLETT, CONSULTANT, FAMILY DIVISION, HEALTH 
AND WELFARE COUNCIL, PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


As consultant to the family division of the health and welfare council, I am in 
touch with many social service agencies whose central purpose is building 
strengths in family life—hence, we are concerned with the factors that are 
contributing to the delinquency of the young people in these families; those 
factors which operate against the building of sound character. One such is the 
salacious material on the newsstands and the sensational advertising accompany- 
ing many movies. 

Children are naturally curious about sex—and yet for the most part, this 
interest remains secretive—and they know that their impulses should be con- 
trolled. What the dealers of the currently appalling amount of pornographic 
and obscene material are doing is placing one more stumbling block, one more 
very strong stimulus in the path of every youngster who is already having a 
tough enough time finding a proper balance between right and wrong, between 
good and evil. And they do this for their own selfish gain, without thought 
or care about the irreparable damage it can do to the child and in turn to his 
community. 

As a social worker of years of experience, I do not think that pornographic 
material is a cause of delinquency, but rather a symptom. So many of our 
children get no sound education on sex from their parents. Easy access to 
movies or printed material that emphasis sex—in what one current movie 
advertises “in the raw” adds one more conflict to the already troubled youth, 
before he has achieved some balance in his emotional life. 





HUNGARIAN CATHOLIC LEAGUE OF AMERICA, INC., 
New York, N.Y., July 11, 1959. 
Hon. KATHRYN FE. GRANAHAN, 
Chairman, Congressional Committee, 
U.S. Court House, Philadelphia, Pa. 


My Dear Mrs. GRANAHAN: It is indeed a pleasure to know that you are head- 
ing a congressional committee for the investigation and possible control for the 
dissemination of filthy literature and pornographic material. 

I discussed this at considerable length at our executive council at our main 
headquarters in New York and, in behalf of all of the chapters throughout 
the country of the Hungarian Catholic League of America, we wish to commend 
you for the work you »re doing and to place ourselves on record that we deplore 
the vast quantities of filthy and pornographic material that are readily available 
at newsstands throughout the country, as well as other stores that purport to 
cater to literature only. 

I would like to emphasize that many of the Hungarian refugees who came 
here and for whom we have been directly responsible have expressed their 
amazement that such huge quantities of this filthy trash is available for reading 
by the general public. It was called to my attention that it was steps just like 
this created by the Communists in the various countries, that were deliberately 
intended to reduce the moral level of the general public, and that this sort 
of material is available in this country, where they had hoped to be rid of the 
very many varied influences of communism, it is strikingly amazing to them. 

I would like also to write in behalf of the many American citizens whose 
children are subject to this readily obtainable form of indecency and I believe 
the whole moral breakdown among juveniles is due to this sort of material 
being readily available to them. The emphasis given lewd pictures and lewd 
filthy thinking apparently has been done to deliberately create disregard and 
disrespect for law, order, country, family, and religion. 

I do hope that you and your committee may be instrumental in preserving our 
vast citizenry whose morals are a whole lot higher than those few persons who 
distribute this kind of obscene material. 

We certainly join all other organizations who feel similarly disposed and wish 
you and your committee every success in bringing our country back to the level 
of decency and morality. 

Most respectfully yours, 
CHARLES G. NoskKA, Sr., Lay President. 
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Mrs. GraANAHAN. The record of these hearings would be incomplete 
without an expression of appreciation by our subcommittee for the 
wonderful contribution Philadelphia has made to our work in cutting 
off the flow of obscene and pornographic materials into American 
homes. Each of the witnesses has presented constructive testimony 
which will be most helpful in carrying out the subcommittee program. 

I am sure that I speak not only personally, but for all of the mem- 
bers, when I express thanks for the wonderful cooperation and the 
fine hospitality Philadelphia has extended to us. 

In reviewing the hearings, one fact stands out above all others. Our 
laws enacted to protect the public, and the effective administration of 
these laws, largely reflect the moral climate of the public itself. We 
had here in Phil: adelphia proof absolute that aroused public opinion, 
coupled with able and vigorous action by local law enforcement offi- 
cials, can and will bring success in combating the growing cancer 
planted in our communities and our homes by the small fringe of 
moneygrubbing purveyors of filth who have no thought for the 
dam ige they do. 

The record of achievement, the wonderful spirit of dedication to the 
public welfare, here in Philadelphia will bring hope and inspiration 
to other communities and help them renew their efforts to wipe out 
this vicious trade in human souls. 

Public awareness of the seriousness of this problem in large measure 
is a tribute, also, to Philadelphia’s press, radio, and television, whose 
strong support is in the highest tradition of these great professions. 
They “have played a major role in rallying our citizens behind our 
very able law enforcement officers in the never-ceasing fight against 
the bombardment of our homes with all kinds of smut and crime- 
inciting materials. 

For the first time, also, the committee has received, here in Phila- 
delphia, indisputable proof of the causal link that so often trans- 
forms obscene material into violent sex and other crimes. This kind 
of proof will be a valuable aid in alerting other communities and 
right-thinking citizens to the very real danger that lies in permitting 
the unfettered spread of pornography for profit. 

On the basis of our studies this year, I have introduced legislation 
in the Congress of the United States to strengthen the postal laws 
which are directed to keeping obscenity out of the mails. My bill, 
H.R. 7379, is scheduled for hearings in Washington on Tuesday, 
July 21, 1959, | | 

Existing law permits postal authorities, when they find a person or 
firm is mailing obscene matter or is soliciting orders for such material 
through the mails, to detain the incoming mail of the person for 20 
days. However, the law also requires the postal authorities in effect 
to prove, within 20 days, that the material is so obscene that it should 
be barred from the mails. 

In practice, this 20-day period is entirely inadequate to protect the 
public. All kinds of legal gimmicks are used by purveyors of filth to 
delay final action, so that often the 20-day period ends and postal au- 
thorities must give them their mail. The mail, of course, contains 
both money for obscenities already sold and new orders for the ob- 
scenity. Consequently, after less than 3 weeks the offenders are en- 
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abled to go merrily on their way, reaping the illicit profits of their 
trade—solely because of lack of time to prove the Government’s case. 

My bill will extend the detention, or impounding, period from 20 
days to 45 days. This will allow adequate time for the Government 
to prove its case and overcome the vexatious delays which now impede 
our best efforts to close out mail-order trade in pornography. 

Consideration of this bill is the next step scheduled by our subcom- 
mittee to cooperate with local, State, and Federal authorities in put- 
ting a brake on traffic in smut. 

Finally, I should like to say, before the hearings are adjourned, 
that once more I am very proud, and sincerely thankful, that I have 
the privilege of representing the Second Congressional District here 
in Philadelphia. It is most rewarding to know that Philadelphia 
leads the Nation in effective measures to end the flow of obscenity, as 
in so many other civic endeavors. 

Thank you. 

The hearing is now adjourned. 

(Whereupon, at 3:22 p.m., Monday, July 13, 1959, the hearing 
was adjourned. ) 


x 











